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_ For the information of absent and distant 
‘members, we the Boston Female Anti-Slavery 
Society, in public meeti sembled, have re- 
solved. to issue the fo documents and 
journals. As the constitution under which we 

have been united for six years will be frequently 

mentioned in them, we subjoin it. 
el CONSTITUTION 

Femaie Anti-Slavery Society. 
PREAMBLE. 

Believing slavery to be a direct vielation of the laws of 
God, and productive of a vast, amount of misery and crime; 
and convinced that its abolition can only be effected by an 
acknowledgment of the justice and necessity of immediate 

mancipation,— we hereby agree to form ourselves into a 
Society to aid and assist in this righteous cause, as far as lies 
within our power. 
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M CONSTITUTION. 

Art. lst. This Society shall be called the Boston Fe- 
male Anti-Slavery Society. 

Art. 2d. Any lady may become a member of this Socie- 
ty, by subscribing to the sentiments contained in the Pream- 
ble, and paying fifty cents annually, Any Jady paying five 

dollars at entrance, will be considered a life member, 

Art. 3d. Its funds shall be appropriated to the dissem- 
ination of TRUTH on the subject of Slavery, and the im- 
‘provement of the moral and intellectual character of the 
colored population. ~The opinions of the members, as to the 
best means of effecting these purposes, will be freely given at 
the meetings. QueStions relative to the business of the Soci- 
ety may be decided by a vote of two-thirds of the members 

resent, or such decisions may be transferred by them to the 

Board of Officers. 

Art. 4th. The government of this Society shall be ves- 
ted in a Board of Officers, consisting of a President, whose 
duty it is to preside at all meetings of the Society. A Vice 
President, to supply the place of the former, in case of ab- 
sence. A Corresponding Secretary, who shall keep all com- 
munications addressed to the Society, and. manage all the 
correspondence with any other bodies or individuals, accord- 
ing to the direction of the Society, or officers. A Recording 
Secretary, who is to keep a record of transactions, and give 
notice of the time and place for all meetings of the Society. 
A Treasurer, authorized to receive subscriptions, donations, 
&c., and to pay the bills of the Society; and five Counsel- 
lors, to advise and assist the other officers. In case of the 
absence of both President and Vice President, a presiding 
officer may be chosen by vote. Two-thirds of the officers 
} a constitute a quorum. 

“Arr. 5th. An annual meeting of the Society shall be held 
on the second Wednesday in October, at whieh meeting the 
on of the Secretaries and Treasurer shall be read, and 
officers chosen for the ensuing year. 

/ART.6th Quarterly meetings of the Society shall be held 
on the second Wednesdays ot January, April, July and Octo- 
ber, at which time the Secretary shall report the preceedings 
of the Society, and such other businegs shalt! be transacted as 

circumstances may render necessary. If for any unforeseen 
reasons, other meetings become advisable, the President. is 
authorized to summon the other officers, and they may give 
notice to the’ members of the Society. k 

ART. 7th. If any vacancies occur in the Board, during 
the intervals of the ‘regular meetings, the Board shall have 
power to fill such vacancies, pro tem. 

Art. 8th. Each member is entitled to a copy of every 
publication issued by the Society. 

ART. 9th. Any of the above articles may be amended, or 
dics ones introduced by a vote of two-thirds of the members 

resent. 
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To a few things in the above constitution, both 
good taste and republicanism’ might object. 
The former would not select precisely such a 
name,nor the latter conser#to a majority of two- 
thirds, or to the phraseology which déScribes the «© 
board of official servants as the ‘government of 
the Society. But these things are unimportant. 
Four yeats the Society labored diligetilly, and 
happily, and successfully, without having occa- 
sion ever to examine the /etter of its constitution, 
so deeply were the hearts of the members pene- 
trated with its spirit. The present is not the 
time to change it. 
fling, would be misused by those who have been 
laboring to destroy the Society. 

The history of our life and labors as an asso- . 
ciation up to the year 1838, is to be Mind in 
our Annual Reports, to which we refer our 
members. They will learn from them, as well 
as from all the documents of the cause, how 
strenuous have ever been the efforts of those 
opposed to immediate emancipation, to prevent 
its friends from using the mighty instrumental- 
ity of voluntary association. “The men of busi- 
ness and the men of no business,—the mob of 
the street, and the mobof wealth and fashion— 
cried out in a particular manner against volun- 
tary associations of women for the abolition of 
Slavery ; and they were all strengthened by the 
authority of one of the most distinguished men 
in our country, William Ellery Channing. Ev- 
ery temporary opinion and prejudice forbade us 
the use of this instrumentality, but the social na- 
ture of the human race, and the uniting power 
and irresistible impetus of Truth, were as a di- 
vine- encouragement to us to goon, in mutual 
harmony and helpfulness. Where one was 
weak, another .was strong. Where one mind 
was tempted, it was stayed and comforted by the 
sympathy and power of another: and thus we 
were borne onward, through outward circum- 
stances the most discouraging, in the prosecu- © 
tion of our cause, till August of the year 1837. 
This was the date of the “ clerical appeal;”—an 
attack upon the cause, made by its professed 
friends. yl 2, oe poe? 

Ist. . They charged abolitionists with violat- 
ing propriety, by insisting that Christian feeling 
and ministerial consistency required of munisters 
to read notices of Anti-Slayery meetings from 
the pulpit. A, 

2d. They charged abolitionists with ferocious 
denunciation of slaveholders, and good men, 
who did not see eye to eye with themselves. 
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Any variation, however tri- »_ 
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moral evil, and consequently did not feel bound 
lo assist in the application of force through the 
medium of civil government as at present se 
stituted, with driving a ploughshare through the 
vitals of society, and condemned them as unfit 
members of the Anti-Slavery fraternity. 

Ath. They charged upon the Anti-Slavery 
movement, that it had drawn women from their 


appropriate sphere. 
oy: These charges have since been made the 
foundation of the new organization; and are re- 


iterated by the very men whose ominous silence at 
“ this time was so painful to the faithful friends 
a™ 
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These four were the main reasons offered by 
the clerical appellants (five in number, three of 
them being pastors of the congregations to which 

_ a large portion of our members belonged,) for 
nici to break up or assume the direction 
of the Anti-Slavery movement; and. their ap- 
peal was made in behalf of clergymen generally. 
A part of our board of Officers at that time, 
consisting of the President, Miss Mary S. Par- 
ker, the Vice President, Miss Catherine M. Sul- 
livan, the Treasurer, Miss Lucy M. Ball, and 
the Secretary, Miss Martha V. Ball, refused to 
call,the board together to take action against the 
clerical appeal as an attack on the cause. . Other 
Boards and Societies. of women, even as far as 
Philadelphia, were prompt and explicit... Our 
own Board wassilent. Meanwhile, the Society 
was seriously uneasy, and its annual meeting in 
1837 adopted an uncompromising report, which 
exposed and condemned the fallacy and wicked 
intolerance of the clerical appeal, and the weak- 
ness of yielding up the cause of the slave, when 
ecclesiastical Pro-Slavery made the demand; as 
' had been done, without sufficiently weighing the 
consequences, by the church to. which a number 
of our members ‘belonged. 


The subsequent conduct of the before-named 
officers of the Society on this occasion, is briefl 
stated in the following page, subjoined to the 

, annual report of that year,.entitled Right and 
Wrong. © 
N. B. Copious notes of the proceedings of 


5 fo Society, and board meetings therein men- 


— 


tioned, are in the hands of the Society. They 
4 _show conclusively that, at this period, commenc- 
» ed the attempt, on the part of the board, to de- 
liver the Society over to the management of the 
opposing ministry, which has at length been so 
signally defeated. At this time, the disposition 
of the board to tamper with the records of the 
Scciety first ppeared. 
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onists as did. Proceedings at the Annual Meeting; oh 
not believe in poysical merce as a remedy for _ 
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Agreeably to previous advertisement, the Annual. Meeting 
held at Ly- 
ceum Hall, Oct. 14th, at 3 o’clock, P. M. 10 present. 
She Annual Report, written by the For, Cor. Secretary, 
M. W. Chapman, was read, and’ unanimously accepted. It 
was then voted, that it be published. Question on the man- 
ner of publication, whether in the Liberator, to economize > 
the funds, or in a pamphlet form, was decided by voting that 
it be published under t tion of the Board. 
At a meeting of t rd, the succeeding Wednesday, 
(open also to. any m s of the Society, who might wish 
to make suggestions, or changes in phraseology,) it was. 
thought best, by a majority of those present, that the part— 
relative to the organization of the Free Church should he ex- i 
punged; and the Board having no power to do this, it was” 
thought best to refer it again to the Society... 
Ata special meeting of the Soci 


- 


iety, regularly called, at 
39 Hanover Street, Oct. 25, at 3 o’clock, P. M., a recon- 
sideration of the report was moved. It was read and discus- 
sed and again accepted, but not unanimously ; and voted to 
be published at the expense of the Society. , 
Three weeks after, and while the last pages were in the 
press, the following note’ was handed tothe Secretary, with 
the request that it might be inserted in the report. If it be— 
thought by the Society an improper course, to have made their. 
report the vehicle for tms expression of opinion, the Secreta-_ 
ry asks pardon for taking the responsibility of inserting it, 


Noy. 17th, 1837. - 
While we give our cordial approbation to many of the sen: 
timents of this Report—the love of freedom and justice con-— 
strain us to state that to some portions of it we cherish the | 
mOst serious Ojections. 


MARY S. PARKER, _ 
C. M, SULLIVAN, 
M. V. BALL, be 
L. M. BALL, xa 
E. R.. DAVIS. : 
We stop to remark, in passing, that subse- 
quent perusals of this report do but confirm our 
conviction of the accuracy of its statements, 
and its faithfulness to those original Anti-Slave-— 
ry principles of action of which, year after year, 
we hope to renew our acceptance, as we labor 
for the emancipation of the Southérn slaves. 
The lapse of three years has brought the 
abolitionists of many of the other States to 
the same slough of despond, through which 
the faithful in Massachusetts then struggled. 
We look back to 1837 with gratitude, that 
we were then enabled to foresee, distinetly, 
what is now (1840) transpiring, and quote 
the following : 
Extract from the Annual Report of 1837. add 
‘‘For ourselves, we consider this ‘* Boston 
Controversy” as a mirror in which every 
place, where abolitionists of several years 
standing are to be found, may see its own 
state reflected. 
Political partisans have failed to make a 
tool of the cause : church partisans can hard- 
ly hope to be more successful, unless through 
the unfaithfulness of abolitionists. 
In laboring for the conversion of the pro- 
slavery party as citizens, abolitionists at first 
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shrunk from making themselves of no repu- 
tation, It was painful and restraining to them 
to be called incendiaries, insurrectionists, 
disunionists, amalgamationists, and monoma- 
niacs. ‘These epithets having lost their pow- 
er, the same party are now, as church men, 
sounding a higher-toned tocsin. ‘The cries 
of “ Sabbath-breaker,” ‘‘ peace-man,’, “ wo- 
man-preacher,” ‘ infidel,” “heretic,” and 
perhaps (if the pro-slavery spirit can be suffi- 
ciently disguised under the cloak of zeal for 
parental authority,) ‘ parricide,” will ring 
so loud that the christian constancy of indi- 
viduals may fail. 

- As the cause rolls on, sometimes one of 
its constituent parts will be offended,’ and 
sometimes another ;—now a quaker, now a 


congregationalist, and anon a methodist or a 


baptist, will feel the galling of their respec- 
live organizations: but as they value the 
preservation of these instrumentalities where: 
by they would accomplish their day of labor 
for their Savior and their brethren, Jet them 
pot permit them to be abused to the service 
of despotism. The cause of God and entire 
humanity is weightier than the cause of any 
subdivision. ‘*On whomsoever this stone 
falis, it shall grind him to powder.” 

‘Atis idle to talk of *‘leaders.” Jn the 
contest of morals with abuses, men are but 
types of principles. Does any one seriously 
believe t hat, if Mr. Garrison should take an 
appealing, protesting, backward step, aboli- 
tionists would fall back with him? © | 
‘It isa revealed truth, of course, therefore, 
a philosophical necessity, that wherever 
a strong voice is heard crying through the 
wilderness of this world for reform, the man 
who gives it utterance will be hated :— and 
all who listen and repent will be hated also, 
for his name’s sake. “Let them not strive to 
shake off such odium. Their Savior left 
them the true example, when he submitted 
to the baptism of the bold, uncompromising 
John; saying, Hus it becometh us to fulfil 
all righteousness. 

The year has been to us one of instructive 
experience in its bearings on the subject of 
religious liberty one so linked to civil and 
personal liberty, that they cannot be separat- 
ed: Our Society is composed of women of 
every religious sect, and of every shade of 
opinion. ‘Thanks be to God, by whose ap- 
pointment of circumstances it is we differ, 
the most entire toleration prevails. 
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We know that the cause of truth and free- 
dom is perilled, if a single soul be cramyed 
in the expression of opinion, or hindered in 
Begaing the slave’s cause, because his plea 
is tinged, (as to be of any avail it ought to 
be,) with the coloring of his individual mind, 
We should be more deeply shocked, that one . 
holding ultra peace principles, or not think- 
ing the Sabbath an institution binding on 
Christians, should be, by the other members, 
considered disqualified to promulgate. anti- 
slavery principles, than if the same intoler- 
ance were practised on the representative of 
the most powerful sect. 
us relinquish our individual religious opinions 
—we shall none of us assume each other’s 
responsibilities.” 

These are the principles of toleration 
which so terrify the opponents of our cause; 
—against which, forgetting the differences of 
opinion and feeling on other subjects, which 


they are so anxious to keep prominent in An- . 


ti-Slavery Societies, they are so ready to 
unite in a wicked and compromising opposi- 
tion. ‘These are the principles which the 
terror-stricken friends of the cause first deny, 
and'then, becoming its enemies, are tempted 
to betray,—the principles of truth, and Jove, 
and freedom, by which only the idea of im- 
mediate, bloodless emancipation can be made 
to take effect among this people. These 
principles are the foundation on which the 
existing Anti-Slavery Associations are built ; 
and which men vainly think they should de- 
stroy, if they could but succeed in destroying 
Anti-Slavery Societies. These principles 
indicate the only point in the moral universe 
where differing minds can meet, for this, or 
for any moral object, with power enough to 
accomplish it ; as in the natural world, it is 
only where the rays of the sun converge to a 
focal blaze, that they may consume the ma- 
terial upon which they fall. 

So many inquiries have been made by So- 
cieties of Anti-Slavery women throughout 
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We shall none of ~~ 


the State, respecting the origin and progress — 
of the Fairs which have been annually held — » 
4 


for the Anti-Slavery cause in Boston, that a 
short history of them is due to those from 
whom we have promise of aid for the present 
year. The first was held in the year 1834, 


throuch the exertions of Mrs. Child and Mrs. _ 


Ellis Gray Loring, and was principally car- 
ried forward by them and a few other indi. 
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viduals, oi cca drew to their aid. 
This Fair was not got up in connection with 


4 


any Society—was held at 46 Washington St. | 


at the Massachusetts Society’s Rooms, the 
gross proceeds. were $360, which were oats 
over to the treasury. of that Society, and 
gratefully acknowledged in its Annual Re- 
port that year. In 1835, it occurred to Mrs, 
M. W. Chapman, that this means, if. adopt- 
ed by the Boston Female Anti-Slavery So- 
ciety, might greatly promote. its usefulness 
and influence in propelling the. anti-slavery 
movement. . Great. objections were at first 
felt to, adopting the Fair as a Society. meas- 
ure, In consequence of conscientious scruples 
on the part of the members... Some consid- 
ered it inconsistent with aChristian profession, 
and others were strongly prejudiced against 
fairs by the manner.in, which they had seen 
them conducted. Conversation and argument 
removed these objections from most minds, 
and the Society consented to consider the fair 
of 1835, as, one of its own operations. The 
members generally did not, however, co-ope- 
rate. For this, no one blamed them. The 
few who bore the burden, regretted, for the 
cause’s sake, that the disposition to.increase 
its funds was not more general, but, they 
were not,so attached to this means of doing 
it as to claim the co-operation of any... They 
did not understand that the Society had en- 
dorsed the ‘‘ Fair question.’’ It had endors- 
ed nothing but emancipation. Such of its 
members as wanted a Fair voted for one, and 
appointed a committee. But they offered 
no resolution, that it was the imperious duty 
of the rest, ‘They did not triumphantly hold 
up the constitution and say, ‘‘ You pledged 
yourselves hereby to aid this righteous, cause 
as far as lay in your power,-——you can aid the 
Fair, and inasmuch as you .can,.you are 
bound to suffer us to proclaim you.recreant 
to the cause, by asserting) unconditionally 
that it is your duty to.God and, the slave, to 
sustain this Fair.”’, [See. letter: of, Gerritt 
Smith, Liberator, April 24th, top cf col. 3.] 
Neither were the opposing members so in- 
tolerant as to endeavor. to obtain a decision 
against Fairs as an immorality... They ex- 
pressed their opinions freely, condemned 
Fairs as improper, individually, but felt that 
further effort to obtain a united,condemnation 
of them were better made in an ecclesiastical, 
physiological,, or sumptuary, than.in an anti- 


ye } 
slavery capacity. No money was taken 
from the treasury in aid of the Fair, and no 
one’s conscience was aggrieved . 
This was the yearof Faneuil Hall meet- 
ings and mobs ; and.no hall being attainable 
but the inconveniently situated one, which 
had become peculiarly repulsive to sagan, 
ers since.its invasion by a mob, the Fair was 
held at the house of Henry Chapman, Chaun- 
cy Place,—nett proceeds $343, which were 
paid thro’ our Society’s treasury to Mass: So. 
In the year, 1836, the Fair was also held as 
in the preceding, nominally by the Society, 
really by a few individual members, aided 
by country Societies. The Hall of the Free 
Enquirers. was granted to the Fair. Its 
gross proceds were 600. dollars, which were 
paid thro’ our Society’s treasury to Mass. So. 
In 1837, the Fair was held at the Marl- 
boro’, Hall No. 1, the first. use to which it 
was put. ‘The Superintendent of the corpo- 
ration, with his. characteristic determination 
to make the building a refuge for Freedom, 
made. exertions to have it ready in season, 
that the Fair might be accommodated. The 
number of the active laborers was this year 
increased, but still the main burden’ fell on 
the original, projectors and country friends, 
who all found the ability and the will to car- 
ry it forward, increased by exercise. The 
nett poceds were $800,paid mainly toMs.So. 
This brings us, in the history of our Fi- 
nancial operations, to the close of the year 
1837, where we find, in our spiritual, histo= 
ry, that seed of evil, the clerical appeal, just 
beginning to germinate. 4 
It was however imperceptible, except to 
close observers. At the first quarterly meet- 
ing in 1838,so little was the Society affected 
by it, that we subscribed for 50 copies of the 
Liberator, and unanimously recommended it 
to other Societies. At, the second quarterly 
meeting in July, the same year, it was unan- 
imously voted to have a Fair, as usual. 
Meanwhile, at.all the board-meetings of that 
year, the clerical appeal spirit wes more and. 
more strongly manifested by the four mem- 
bers who had at first been affected by it, so 
that when the annual meeting of 1838 arriv-, 
ed, such of the other members as saw its per-> 
nicious effects in quenching the interest felt 
for the slave, on being again nominated, de- 
clined a’ re-election. Mrs. Chapman, on’ 
being strongly urged to retain a place in the 
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board, stated to the Society the differences 
of opinion which existed in it as a reason for 
declining. ‘“ A- Society,” she said, ‘‘ can 
proceed where great differences of opinion, 
feeling, or principle, exist ; because those 
who are dissatisfied with its course, or find- 
ing that theycan neither influence,nor approve 
it, can slip their necks cut of its light yoke, 
expressing their opposition, and thus cease 
to be responsible for what they disapprove, 
leaving the rest of the members free to act. 
This is the excellency and the power of a 
voluntary society. A person can coincide 
with one measure, repudiate another, and 
pay her money to which she chooses, being 
only responsible for what she sustains, all] in 
the course of the same meeting. But the 
case is different, as respects a board, espe- 
cially aboard who deem themselves, as_ this 
is inclined to do, the standing business and 
executive committee and government of the 
Society. Such a board must be of one heart 
and mind, or the movement is arbitrarily 
stopped. She therefore must decline, for 
her principles of action differed entirely ,— 
totally,—from those of the four ladies [Miss 
Balls, Miss Sullivan, and Miss Parker,] 
whose nomination had preceded her own. 
The difficulty growing out of the pro- 
gress and unanticipated effects of the A. 8. 
principles which had existed in the board, 
would necessarily affect members’ minds 
enerally ere long, and she preferred to meet 
it openly in the Society, to any other course.” 
The annual report contained nothing that 
elicited remark, except a censure of Love- 
joy’s self-defence. This occasioned some 
conversation, and, on motion of a non-resis- 
tance member, was stricken out, as beyond 
the province of this Society, as the introduc- 
tion of non-resistant resolutions had repeated- 
ly been relinquished through the influence of 
those who adopted those opinions. themselves, 
yet acknowledged the duty of respecting the 
right of opinion in others. A letter from Ed- 
mund Quincy to the Society, in behalf of 
the friends of the Liberator,who were sustain- 
ing it by private subscription, and which was 
known to be in the hands of the president, 
and sent to be communicated on this occa- 
sion, was called for, at the close of the meet- 
ing, but it was declared from the platform 
that it was too late to bring it forward. 
_ Ata special meeting, before the close of 
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the year, which was addressed by Mr. Stan- 
ton, and at which William Adam, Esq., of 
Calcutta, was present, Miss Sullivan offered 
a resolution,that we pay five hundred dollars 
to the American Society. This wording of 
the resolution was warmly opposed, on the 
ground that it would create a jarring in 
the A.S. organization, to make its parts con- 
flict, and that it would be a gratuitous injury 
to the Massachusetts Society,(now struggling 
to pay its pledge of ten thousand dollars to 
the American, )to let the money be passed to 


the national treasury directly, when the best » 


way would be to help both parts of the or- 
ganization at once, by enabling one to pay 
its pledge to the other. An amendment was 
therefore proposed, to that effect. This 
amendment was adopted, notwithstanding 
the reluctance and hesitation with which 
Miss Parker put the question, protesting that 
she saw not the slightest difference between 
the two plans. Resolutions were adopted in 
favor of the Infant School and Samaritan Asy- 
lum for colored children, though the Jatter 
met some opposition on the grounds. that 
from the great mortality in the institution, 
the money that sustained it might help more 
effectually to elevate the free people of col- 
or, if devoted to them in some other way, 
and that most of us being also members of 
the asylum institution, might better aid it di- 
rectly through this channel. The letter of 
Mr. Quincy, in behalf of the Liberator, was 
then read. It was moved [by H. Sargent, it 
is believed,] that one hundred dollars from 
the proceeds of the Fair be appropriated in 
reply to the application. This was opposed 
on the ground that individual subscription was 
a preferable mode ; to which it was replied, 
that that mode had been made available ‘al- 
ready, as far as possible, and that the object 
of the letter was to see whether our Society, 
as such, would feel willing and able to aid it. 
The resolution to do so was adopted. 

The fair was held, two months after 
this, at the Marlboro’, sustained by its early 
projectors, [with the exception, of two or 
three,] and by the country Societies, while 
the activity and success of the board, in 
rousing the members of the Society general~ 
ly, were surprisingly increased. In fact, the 
“ four ?? felt that there was now, or soon 
would be, an ‘opposition,’ as well as an 
‘s administration,” in the Society ; and they 
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exerted themselves; as they had never done 
before, to securé a general co-operation. 
The gross results of the Fair were $1100. 

Another year commenced,—1839. At the 
first quarterly meeting in January, the min- 
utes made by Miss Ball stated that at the 
preceding special meeting, we had pledged 
five hundred dollars to the American Society. 
This error was noticed by Mrs. Johnson, and 
with some difficulty of comprehension on the 
part of Miss Ball, the Secretary, was correct- 
ed by her, and the record accepted as cor- 
rected. ‘The proposition to renew the an- 
nual subscription for fifty copies of the Lib- 
erator was brought forward, and opposed by 
Miss Gould, on the ground that the Libera- 
tor had become a Non-Resistance paper. 

Between this meeting and the succeeding 
quarterly meeting in April, occurred the 
Massachusetts Society’s annual and quarter- 
ly meetings, at which the Abolitionists of this 
State so decisively condemned the course of 
the New York Committee, and repelled the 
machinations of the new-organizing spirit. 
In the beginning of March, in-the interval 
between those two important gatherings,some 
of our members, anxious that in a contest be- 
tween right and wrong, the Boston Female 
Anti-Slavery Society should never be found 
in the abhorrent position of neutrality, re- 
quested of the board that a Society-meeting 
might be notified. ‘Their request was not 
complied with. Again they applied, to the 
number of forty-five, which number was 
deemed a sufficient assurance that a'meeting 
was seriously required by the members. 
Notwithstanding the remonstrances of Mrs. 
Southwick and Mrs. Johnson, who were also 
members of the board, the four identical 
individuals who, in 1837, refused to sus- 
tain tlie cause against the incursions of spirit- 
ual wickedness, still refused to notify a meet- 
ing. 

Every moment stands at the juncture of 
two eternities, and is therefore of solemn 
consequence ; but the importance of making 
use of this was more than ordinarily appar- 
ent. 

The women of Lynn, and one or two oth- 
er towns, were sustaining the ignominy of pe- 
titionmg forthe repeal of the marriage !aw 
unsupported ;—-the Massachusetts Society 
in péril, never more needed or better deserv- 
ed support ;—a hope existed that George 


terly meeting, which could not be prevented 


Thompson might again be induced’ to ‘Visit 
America, by a timely and earnest effort to 
second the invitation of the Young Men’s 
Convention, with the necessary funds ;— 
Henry Clay, from his place in the Senate, 
was calling upon his “ fair countrywomen to 
desist from anti-slavery efforts ;”—this was 
the moment taken by the officers of the Bos- 
ton Female Anti-Slavery Society to labor 
harder to make it desist, than they had ever 
hefore done to induce it to go forward. They 
visited the members personally, assuring 
them that it was unconstitutional to call a 
special meeting*—that the board saw no ne- 
cessity for one, and finally entreated them to 
take their. names from the requisition. As’ 
one among other reasons why they should 
do so, the President said that: she apprehend- 
ed there was a design, on the part of some, to 
recall George Thompson, and, as he left the 
country in debt, his return would, from that 
circumstance, be a prejudice to the cause, 
and she was therefore anxious to prevent a 
meeting |! ane A 

By labors like this, a meeting was hinder= 
ed at the time; but as one wrong step ever 
demands another to sustain it, preparation 
was made for the Society’s impending quar- 
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by the use of a sectarian gathering-word, 
which did not fail to rally all the unworthy 
members: — ** Come and help us put down 
the Unitarians.”” Not one in fifty of the 
members were of that denomination, and the 
few who were, had ever been remarkable for 
the joy and goed faith with which they met 
all who differed from them in opinion, and 
the heartiness with which they condemned’ 
the sins against freedom committed by their 
own sect. Mr. Phelps, now the pastor of 
the Free Church, was also affording his aid 
to unjustifiable sectarism ; and, by a meeting 
thus drawn together, was a majority obtained, 
who Jeft undone all that the interests of the 
slave most loudly demanded should be done. 
A majority, in behalf of whom the Président’ 
declared at that meeting, that ‘‘as to the dif- 
ficulty between the Massachusetts Society 

” 


* Most of the business of this Society had, from the begin- 
ning, been transacted in Special Meeting, and almost the. 
only power granted to the Board of this Society by its Con- 
stitution, is this, of calling meetings. The Constittition ex- 
pressly states that ‘* the President and other officers ARE 
AUTHORIZED fo ¢all special meetings,” while there is nut a 
syllable which authorizes them tu refuse. 
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and the Executive Committee, the ladies did 
not understand it—they had not, come pre- 
pared to go into it,—it would take too much 
time—why should we enter into the quarrels 
that were going on?’’ | 

_ A resolution was introduced by Miss Ball, 
to sustain the Executive Committee, by pay- 
ment of $500 from the proceeds of the Fair, 
with $100 to the Samaritan Asylum, and 
$100 to the Infant School. Mrs. Chapman 
spoke at length on the bearings of this reso- 
lution. She said she felt called to be mi- 
nute and explicit, because she saw here so 
many whose faces. were unknown to her, 
though she hoped their hearts were rightly 
disposed towards the cause. She dwelt at 
length on the course of the N. Y. Executive 
Committee,—stated what it had been since 
the time of the clerical appeal up to that mo- 
ment when they were cherishing and strength- 
ening the hostility that movement had creat- 
ed against the most efficient branch of the 
National Association —spoke of the perils of 
the cause from the timidity of some, and the 
treachery of others :—hoped those of our 
brethren of the Executive Committee, who 
had become entangled in the pro-slavery 
toils, or yielded to the pressure brought to 
bear upon them by their various sects, would 
awake toasense of their danger in time to 
escape from it. She thought that to place 
money attheir disposal at a moment, when 
their efforts showed that they. were more in- 
tent upon abolishing the Massachusetts Soci- 
ety than upon abolishing Slavery, was not the 
way to arouse them to a sense of their condi- 
tion, or to fulfil our own duties to the slave, 
and thought that to spend time or money in 
casting Mr. Garrison out of the Anti-Slavery 
Fraternity, because bis religious principles 
were different from tbeir own, was injuring 
the cause by infringing religious liberty. 
Miss Parker said, we had nothing to do with 
religious liberty. Miss Ball called Mrs. 
Chapman to order, and said that this was wan- 
dering from the cause of the poor slave. 

_ Mrs. Shipley thought Mr. Garrison’s Non- 
Resistance views. would not be considered 
religious. views, properly speaking, since 
they were not acknowledged by any religious 
denomination.. As to the New York Com- 
mittee, she wished all who had participated 
in the proceedings of the recent meetings, 
had shown such a Christian spirit as broth- 


ere Birney and Tappan. Mrs. Chapman re- 
plied, that the. question before us was not 
what sort of spirtt those brethren. had manij- 
fested ; she hoped their spirit was better than 
their judgment, in this matter. What we 
were to decide upon was, whether their 
course was such as to promote the cause, and 
such as we could unite in sustaining with our 
funds. She knew we could not so unite. 
She moved an amendment to the resoluticn 
of Miss Ball, by which it should be a pledge 
of 1000 dollars to sustain the Mass. Society 
asin previous years. Mrs. Southwick moved 
that Mrs. Chapman’s amendment should be 
amended by adding ‘‘ with 100 dollars to the 
Samaritan Asylum, and 100 dollars to the In- 
fant School,’’ so that the two propositions 
should be exactly alike in their bearing upon 
the free colored people. Mrs. Chapman ac- 
cepted Mrs. Southwick’s amendment. It 
was lost by a decided majority, and the orig- 
inal resolution as decisively carried. Mrs. 
Johnson then offered a resolution, proposing 
to correct the erroneous, discreditable state- 
ment made by Mr. Stanton and the executive 
committee, in the “ Human Rights, Extra,” 
that the 500 dollars which the American So- 
ciety had received of us through the Mass. 
Society, had been raised at the expense of 
the National Society. Miss Sullivan moved 
its indefinite postponement, which was sus- 
tamed. Mrs. Chapman then offered a resolu- 
tion to the effect that the recent course of the 
Mass. Society met our approbation. Miss 
Lucy Parker moved the substitution of ‘¢Ex- 
ecutive Committee of the American Society,” 
which motion was sustained, and the amend- 
ment adopted in favor of the Ex. Commit- 
tee. This repeated testing of the meeting, 
so uniformly attended with the same result— 
the very unusual number present, their evi- 
dent newness in the work, the previous 
knowledge possessed of the means set in op- 
eration to draw them together—their impa- 
tience to have the meeting concluded—the 
whispered solicitations from the officers to 
stay a little longer, * only just to vote once 
more,’’ all showed that the process of call- 
ing the indifferent into the Society, and stim- 
ulating them to drag it backward, so that it 
should no longer cross the irack of Mr. Col- 
ver and Mr. Phelps, and others, who were 
then revolving their plans to new organize, 
had begun. The minority of that meeting 


knew that they represented a majority of the 
working members of the society ; and though 
circumstances had prevented their fulfilling 
the duty of sustaining the Mass. Society, in 
peril for its faithfulness to the slave, in their 
associated capacity, they felt bound to do so 
as individuals. The cause must not be a suf- 
ferer, because their board of officers had some 
of them been unfaithful to its interests.— 
They met immediately, and that same 
evening sent a notice to the Liberator 
of their purpose to sustain the Massachu- 
setts Society by a Fair, and solicited ‘the 
co-operation of individuals throughout the 
State. The other party were also active. 
They issued an address, as a committee on 
the Fair, but in the name of the whole Socie- 
ty. 

It was issued in the shape of a circular from 
the Boston Female A. S. Society to the wo- 
men of Massachusetts, and put into the hands 
of an agent of the Massachuseits Abolitionist, 
with instructions to scatter itin the country, 
but not to let it get into the hands of 
the friends of the Liberator. It was signed 
in behalf of the Society by Miss Parker, Miss 
Ball, Miss Gould, &c. 

Mrs. Johnson, Mrs. Southwick and Mrs. 
Scarlett, members of the board, on learning, 
as they soon did from different country Soci- 
eties, that such an address was in circulation, 
refused to be responsible, and therefore public- 
ly disclaimed any participation in the act of 
sending forth an address, as from the Society, 
which had never been before it,or ever before 
the board. 

On the next quarterly meeting, July,1839, 
“The Liberator folks,” although most of their 
number were in the country at that season, 
decided to oppose the adoption of this circular 
ifit should be brought forward, in the Society. 
‘They were aware of the difficulty there would 
be in convincing such as had given the matter 
no thought, that,to sustain the Executive Com- 
mittee, was sustaining the new organization, 
and that sustaining the new organization was 
sustaining the clerical appeal, and that sus- 
tainmg the clerical appeal was sustaining 
slavery. They perceived that the way in 
which its betrayal of the cause of the slave was 
wrapped up and disguised by the goodness 
of some of the appropriations, together with 
its pious appeals to the Christian community 
in behalf of the sighing millions under the 
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light of slavery, for whom a Saviour died; 


would make it difficult to show those who 
had not seen for themselves, that its single aim 
was, to cast a blight on the Mass. Society 
because it refused so to fetter the anti-slavery 
spirit, that it should no longer give offence to 
a pro-slavery Christian public. ~~ eof 
Tbey expected to be obliged to give line 
upon line, and precept upon precept, before 
this design should be unmasked ; and the fev 
ness of their numbers at that meeting (whic 
was in all not aJarge one) was an unfavorable 
circumstance. But their object was not t 
vote down, but to convince, and they decided 
instantly to commence the labor. ‘To the 
cause whose motto is. ‘‘ immediate,” there is 
no loss hike a loss of time. As they expect= 
ed, they failed to attain their object that af- 
ternoon, but they succeeded in getting the 
knowledge of who the individuals were that 
needed light, by procuring the yeas and nays. 
43 were in favor of the address --- 18 against 
it; and the doings of the meeting thus far ae 
published in the Liberator. 4 
The October fair of ‘* individuals” with 
the various towns throughout the State, who 
so energetically co-operated, was held in i 
season, and so was the fair of our Society by 
the Executive Committee. ‘f 
The gradual developements of the times, 
by which the design and tendency of new or- 
ganization(with its conquest of our four officers, 
and those whom they bad drawn into the Soet- 
ety forthe purpose of sustaining their course,) 
were made obvious, operated as might have 
been anticipated. ‘The ‘‘ fair of individuals” 
wes eminently successful, strengthening the 
Massachusetts Society by its influence and 
$1500; the fair of our Society was, what it 
is to be hoped, all efforts against truth and 
freedom ever will be —a failure: affording 
to the New-York Committee only an expe 
sure of their weakness, and $200. We sa 
this with pain that our Society should have 
been made, at any period, a detriment to the 
cause,—a tool of the pro-slavery ministry 
through their sympathizing brethren of the 
new organization; but also with gratitude 
that the labors they fain would have misdi- 
rected, they could neither pervert nor prevent. 
Our united and earnest efforts will now be 
to make up for Jost time. : 
The annual meeting of our Society, with 
the preceding ones, helped greatly to open 
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the eyes of our members. The following is 
a faithful and accurate account of the annual 
neeting, and was sent immediately after that 
occasion to the Liberator. 


PROCEEDINGS OF THE BOSTON FE- 
' MALE ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY AT 
|} ITS ANNUAL MEETING. 


| As this society has in former times occupied 
some space in the attention of the anti-slavery 
public, it seems desirable that its present singu- 
jar position should be fairly brought before that 
public at this time. It will be my aim to give a 
jaithful and accurate account of the proceedings 
pf the two sessions of the annual meeting held 
vithin the last fortnight; and as I am aware of 





he character of the behavior that I shall attempt 
}0 chronicle, it will be my special care that the 
ruth of the account shall be unimpeachable. 
The regular time for the annual meeting oc- 
jurred on the second Wednesday of October. 
A large number of women assembled, and after 
e usual devotional services, the Annual Report 
vas read and accepted. There was in it no al- 
asion relative to the present aspect of the anti- 
lavery cause; and the society; which in former 
ears established the right of slaves brought into 
he State, to their freedom, recorded as one of 
eir most important efforts the transmission of 
box of fancy articles to the Hon. Mr. Elmore. 
Sy the Treasurer’s Report it appeared that the 
jroceeds of the society were less by about $200 
fan in 1837, a natural result of the division in- 
roduced into the society by the Clerical Appeal, 
hich division has been increasing up to the 
resent time. After some correspondence rela- 
ve to the British India Society had been sub- 
itted, the election of officers came on, Miss 
arker presiding. Mrs. Child nominated Mrs. 
iouthwick for President, and immediately some 
née nominated Miss Mary S. Parker. Mrs. 
hild said, that, in the present state of the soci- 
y, we needed to have an impartial President. 
she’ would say, in all kindness and courtesy to 
iss Parker, that this was not the case at pre- 
ent. She had been pained at the last meeting 
y the great want of impartiality with which the 
uties of the chair had been discharged. 
Miss Anne Weston said, that though coincid- 
g with Mrs. Child in her view of the manner 
which the President had presided ‘at a former 
eeting, yet her reasons for being warmly op- 
osed to Miss Parker’s re-election were more 
portant and weighty. They were reasons 
at applied to a majority of the last Board, 
amely, the fact that through its Board, this So- 
iety was placed in the attitude of sympathizing 
ith and indirectly countenancing the new or- 
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ganization, and Jaboring to injure, as far as 
might be in its power, the Massachusetts A. S. 
Society. Believing the latter Society to be the 
best existing instrumentality that the anti-slavery 
cause possessed, she earnestly hoped that ail 
who were true abolitionists, and desired to pro- 
mote the best interests of the slave, would vote 
against Miss Parker’s election. 

Miss Lucy Ball appealed to the Society to 
sustain Miss Parker, on the ground of her former 
services. With regard to the new organization, 
she asked, “Have we not the right to sympa- 
thize with it 2” 

Miss Parker said she knew partiality to be 
her chief failing, and she was obliged to Mrs. 
Child for pointing it out, though she must say 

-Mrs. Child could hardly have been more per- 
sonal. Different charges, she remarked, had 
been brought against her by different individ- 
uals, one accusing her of partiality, and another 
wishing to proscribe her for opinion’s sake. 

Miss Weston explained, that there might 
easily be a difference in the reasons of the oppo- 
sition of different persons; that, of course, Miss 
Parker was at liberty to entertain what views 
she pleased, and the Society were equally at 
liberty to declare she was not the representative 
of the views of the Society. There was no 
proscription in this. Neither did she under- 
value Miss Parker’s former services. ‘The ques- 
tion was not, whether she was equal to the 
crisis of 1835, but to the still more dangerous 
one of 1839. To ‘this it appeared she was 
wholly inadequate. 

Mrs. Chapman said, that in this matter she 
knew nothing of persons; she wished to know 
no Miss Parker, no Mrs. Southwick, she wished 
to know no Society, but she wished we might 
go for principles. She repeated that she wished 
to know nothing of persons. Here Miss Lucy 
Ball exclaimed—* Yes, you do, Mrs. Chapman, 
know persons; you think nobody is an aboli- 
tionist who does not think just as you do. You 
told us the other, evening you did not consider 
us abolitionists.” Mrs. Child thought Miss 
Ball out of order. Miss Sullivan asked her to 
address the Chair. The question on the nomina- 
tion of Mrs. Southwick was put and lost. The 
question on the election of Miss Parker was 
taken by rising, Miss Sullivan stating the vote 
to be 77 in the affirmative, and 35 in the nega- 
tive. The vote was doubted, a number of ladies 
declaring they had counted the votes in the 
negative, and that they were 42, without refer- 
ence to a number of persons who were standing 
near the door, and whom it was impossible to 
count without appointing tellers. Miss Sullivan 
counted again, then declared the vote to stand 
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38 in the negative. If the vote had heen de- 
clared higher, Miss Parker’s election would 
have been lost for want of the constitutional 
majority. Upon. one of the members remarking 
th:t, of course, none but members of the Society 
had yoted, several ladies admitted that they had 
voted, though not members, it is to be presumed 
under some misapprehension; for on its being 
stated that none but members were to vote, a 
number of ladies left the hall. Miss Weston 
moved that the vote be taken again by yeas and 
nays, which were refused on the ground of want 
of time, but it was universally conceded that 
these must be taken before the vote could be 
ascertained. At no time was Miss Parker de- 
clared elected. A motion for adjournment was 
put, and, as far as could be ascertained by a 
rising vote, was not carried: the Vice President 
stated it to be Jost. Miss Lucy Ball. who was 
standing by the door, opened it, exclaiming— 
“ The meeting isadjourned. Ladies, go home— 
go home.” ‘The Vice President said she had 
made a mistake—she had intended to say the 
motion. was carried. The vote was doubted 
from all parts of the hall. Miss Ball said it 
would not be right to take the vote again, as 
numbers of ladies had gone away, thinking the 
meeting adjourned. After a scene of confusion 
in the attempt to ascertain whether the meeting 
was adjourned or not, it finally separated. 
When the vote was put, nothing was said as to 
the time to which the meeting stood adjourned, 
but through the papers, the Secretary notified 
-the annual meeting to stand adjourned to the 
afternoon of Wednesday, Oct. 23d. ? 

At the time specified, the large hall under the 
Chapel was filled with women, many being pre- 
sent who were not members of the Society. 
After the customary devotional services, Miss 
Parker stated, that as Miss Gould, the Record- 
ing Secretary, was absent, it would be necessary 
to choose a Seeretary pro tem. Miss Lucy Bull 
was chosen, 

The minutes of the last meeting were read, 
in them the statement being made that Miss 
Parker had been elected! At the previous 
meeting, the fact that she was elected was never 
stated. At this stage in the business, Mrs. 
Chapman remarked upon the great impropriety 
of Miss Parker’s presiding over her own elec- 
tion, and said as this was a matter In which the 
whole Board was concerned, she would prefer 
that some disinterested person should take the 
chair for the afternoon. Miss Parker said she 
should preside over the meeting herself. She 
had consulted members of the Common Coun- 
cil, and members of the Legislature, she had 
examined parliamentary manuals, and all agreed 


that one Board was in office till another had 
been elected; therefore, added she, I shall pres 
side this afternoon, Mrs. Chapman said, she 
would make no dispute on so trifling a point, 
though she disapproved of it. Miss Parker, the 
acceptance of the minutes having been : pre- 
viously moved, stated the question to be on their 
acceptance. 
Miss Anne Weston opposed their acceptance 
on the ground of their incorrectness. There 
was no election at the previous meeting. Tha 
wes the very point we met to decide. It onl 
not be stated to be decided till after the yeas an 
nays were taken. She would ask Miss Parker, 
whether she considered herself elected. ‘ 
Miss Parker declined to answer, but state 
that those who now yoted for the acceptance 
the minutes would be considered as voting 
for Miss Parker, and those who voted against 
them as voting against her. | 
Mr’. Chapman wished that the two questions 
might be divided, as the subject of Miss Parker’s 
election would then be more fairly before the 
meeting. P| 
Miss Parker declared any thing on this point 
out of order. Ladies must speak to the accep> 
tance of the minutes. The absurdity of indi- 
rectly settling a contested election by taking a 
vote on the acceptance of the minutes, was ex- 
posed by Miss Collier, who said she wished to 
vote for Miss Parker, but could not vote on the 
correctness of the minutes, not having been 
present at the preceding meeting. ‘ 
Miss Lucy. Ball repeated, in effect, her re- 
marks at the previous meeting, relative to Miss 
Parker. She also remarked, it was very diffi- 
cult for a presiding officer to preserve impartial- 
ity, as was evident from the conduct of Mr. 
Francis Jackson, who was repeatedly called to 
order* by the meeting, for partiality at the last 
annual meeting of the Mass. A: S. Society, but 
she never heard that for this the minority at 
tempted to prevent his re-election. She far- 
ther remarked, that some of the members whi 
were opposing Miss. Parker’s election were o 
posed to the formation of a Female Anti-Slavery 
Society, and above all, were unwilling, at its 
commencement, that colored people should join 
the Society, because it would make the Anti- 
Slavery cause unpopular; at least, this was the 
case with one most opposed to Miss Parker’ 
election. She hoped the colored friends would 
notice this. 
Miss Weston replied to Miss Ball. She e 


plained afresh her reasons for voting in the ne- 


* Query, — what does this mean? I never heard Mr, 
Jackson’s perfect fairness questioned for a moment. 
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gative, shewed wherein the minutes were incor- 
rect, and stated that the behavior of the Board, 
at the present crisis, with regard to the contest 
now agitating the State, would be her reason for 
opposing their election. The Society was alrea- 
dy quoted by Charles T. Torrey, an agent of 
the new organization, as in sympathy with them, 
and the Society was looked upon with deep re- 
gret by the real friends of the slave, both in and 
out of the State. She also wished to allude to 
he charge brought by Miss Ball against a lady 
resent. She called for the name. She felt it 
a duty to all who were acting against Miss Par- 
éer’s election, as well as to the lady concerned, 
o rebut the calumny. To do this was but a 
imple act of justice to the person thus slan- 
ered. : 

_ Miss Parker called Miss Weston to order, say- 
ng she should permit no personalities. Some 
ne remarked that the proper time to call to or- 
er was when a charge was made against an in- 
ividual, not when it was being denied. 

Miss Weston said, that when a charge was 
ade against an individual involving so serious- 
y her character for abolition integrity, it was but 
imple justice to allow the truth to be heard. 
n justice to Mrs. Child, she wished to answer 
e statement Miss Ball had made. 

' Mrs. Child rose to express the hope, that no 
ne would defend her abolition character. If it 
ould not stand without defence, it might fall. 
he should content herself with a simple denial 
of the statement as to the admittance of colored 
eople. That she had considered the formation 
a distinct female Society inexpedient, was 
orrect. 

Miss Lucinda Otis addressed the meeting at 
ome length, from the platforrn to which she was 
nvited, in support of Miss Parker. She thought 
lat, as a society, we should be perfectly non- 
ommittal, so far as the new organization and 
he Mass. Anti-Slavery Society were concerned. 
e had nothing to do with either. She hoped 
ve should not put ourselves under clerical tutors 
nd directors, or any other tutors. She hoped 
e all loved Garrison; she saw no reason for 
isagreement. 

Miss Anne Weston replied to Miss Otis, say- 
ng that she considered the attitude proposed 
y that lady for the society to assume, a most 
rong and degrading one: one faithless to the 
est interests of the slave. Was the Boston F. 
.. S. Society, which had hitherto gone forward 
nto the heat of the conflict, was that Society 
ow to retreat? and when a conflict most vital 
o the interests of the A. S. cause was raging, 
ould the Boston F. A. S. Society be neutral ? 

the Board had gone no farther than to be in 
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sentiment with the view just expressed, she 
should think them unfit to take the direction of 
this Society. . 

Miss Sullivan expressed the opinion, that neu- 
trality was the course for the society to pursue. 
Mrs. Shipley and Mrs. Low spoke in behalf of 
the acceptance of the minutes, though the latter 
lady said she wished to show no countenance to 
the new organization. She could not see how 
any woman could sanction, for a moment, a socie- 
ty which would put a plaster on her mouth, tie 
her feet, and leave her hands to be used as cat’s 
paws, 

The yeas and nays were then called on the 
acceptance of the minutes. Miss Ball, as the 
Secretary pro tem., kept the account, and fora 
short time did so fairly... But as numbers of 
women, whose names were omitted, rose to ask 
that their names should be called, difficulties 
were raised. At every name which Miss Ball 
was not sure favorable to Miss Parker’s election, 
except where the members had been for years 
extremely prominent, the question was put— 
‘How long have you been a member of the Soci- 
ety ?’ and even when the answer’ was (as was 
generally the case) ‘several years,’ the lady 
would be called on to rise, and after a little more 
scrutiny, dismissed by a cool ‘very well.’ We 
give one instance as a specimen of many others. 
Miss Caroline Williams asked that her name 
mignt be called. Miss Ball—‘Are you a mem- 
ber?’ Miss Williams—‘Yes.’ Miss Bail—‘Is 
your name on the Secretary’s books?’ Miss 
Williams--I don’t know; 1 am a member.’ 
Miss Ball—tHow long have you been a mem- 
ber? Miss Williams—‘Several years.’ The 
Secretary turned over the records slowly, and 
after a few minutes called another name. Miss 
Williams again rose—Is my vote not to be al- 
lowed me?’ Miss Ball—‘Your name has been 
called.’ Several ladies said that Miss Williams 
had not voted. The records were again exam- 
ined, no decision made as to Miss Williams’ 
vote, and the Secretary passed on to other 
names. After four more similar attempts on the © 
part of Miss Williams and her friends to secure 
her vote, the Secretary proceeded to call her 
name. Another fact will illustrate the manner 
in which the business was conducted. A num- 
ber of months since, a lady left with Mrs. Chap- 
man her name to be affixed to the Constitution 
of the Society, and her assessment [50 cents} 
thinking Mrs. ©. to be one of the officers. Mrs. 
Chapman had forgotten to do this, but when the 
lady came to the meeting, expecting of course 
to have her privileges as a member allowed, 
Mrs. Chapman, before the meeting was called to 
order, went to the President, explained the cir 
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climstances of the case, and requested the lady’s 
name to be duly entered. The lady corrobora- 
ted the statement. Afterwards, when she asked 


that her name should be called, Miss Parker sta-_ 


ted with great’. warmth, that no name that was 
not on the Secretary’s books would be called. 
Mrs. Chapman explained the circumstance to 
the meeting, and apologized for her neglect. 
Miss Soley, the lady in question, inquired if she 
could vote. Miss Parker, with still greater vio- 
lence, reiterated the assertion——‘No name not 
on the Secretary's books will be read.’ Mrs. 
Chapman—‘The Secretary will please read the 
name from the paper on the table before her.’ 
Miss Parker—‘Sit down, sit down, take your 
seat, Mrs. Chapman. No.name that has 
been given in to the Secretary to-day will be 
read.’ | 

The yeas and nays having been called; Miss 
Ball announced the vote as 150 in the affirma- 
tive, and 65. in the negative. Miss Caroline 
Weston stated that she had kept account accu- 
rately, and the vote stood 138 in the affirmative, 
and 82 in the negative. Another lady in the 
opposite part of the room, Miss D. Weston, said 
that her account coincided with her sister’s, and 
that she had counted neither yea nor nay that 
had not been repeated after the lady voting, by 
the Secretary herself. Mrs. Merriam made the 
vote a little less on both sides, namely, 130 to 
77, the difference being occasioned by her not 
commencing her count till after a few names 
had been called. Miss Ford of Hyannis also 
kept an account, and obtained a precisely corres- 
ponding result with Miss Weston’s. All these 
four counts were by persons acting independent- 
ly of one another. . A member remarked, that 
with the vote as stated by the Secretary, there 
would not be a constitutional majority in the af- 
firmative, [a mistake] upon which the Secretary 
altered her announcement of the affirmative 
vote from 150 to 158!. A number of members 
attempted to speak, and calls for the vote to be 
fairly taken were uttered from all parts of the 
room. Mrs. Southwick in a firm tone said—‘I 
protest against this whole proceeding, and move 
that Miss Parker leave the chair, and Miss Sul- 
‘ livan take it, that the business of this meeting 
may be properly transacted.’ Miss Southwick 
was heard,—though all the time she was speak- 
ing, Miss Parker uttered incessant cries of ‘there 
is no motion before the house. Sit down, take 
your seat, Mrs. Southwick. You shall sit 
down.’ After Mrs. Southwick had so far suc- 
ceeded in attracting Miss Parker’s notice as to 
make her comprehend that she was submitting, 
as a motion, that Miss Sullivan should be called 
to.the chair, in the same hurried manner that. 
characterized all she did during the latter por- 
tion of the afternoon, Miss Parker submitted the 


motion, declaring almost at the same instant, 
‘It is not a vote.’ She then said—‘Miss Mary 
Parker is elected President :—I say, Miss Mary 
Parker is elected President.’ | eve 
Miss Caroline Weston doubted the vote on 
the acceptance of the minutes, which doubt was’ 
sustained by ladies from all parts of the hall. 
Miss. Weston then requested that the names 
might be read, according to custom, that the 
vote might be ascertained. This was refused, 
Miss Parker deciding that she had nothing to 
do with accounts kept by different “es 
She should abide by the Secretary’s checke 
list ; yet refusing to read it over! Miss Parker 
requested the meeting to nominate a Vice Pre- 
sident. Miss Weston said she thought we were 
yet without a President, as it might well be 
doubted whether an election could be properly 
made to turn upon the minutes. Several per- 
sons were nominated. Miss Parker said Miss 
Sullivan was nominated for Vice President. 
The vote was taken by rising, and Miss Parker 
declared it to be carried. ‘The vote was doubt- 
ed, and though a number of ladies had left the 
house, and though the members seemed nearly 
equally divided, no counting was _ permitted. 
One lady said to Miss Parker, “1 doubt the 
vote.’ ‘Take your seat,” said she. ‘ But I 
doubt the vote.” “then you may doubt it to 
the day of your death,” was Miss Parker’s re- 
joinder. Miss Deborah Weston, on Miss Sulli- 
van’s nomination, moved for the yeas and nays, 
and her motion was disregarded by the chair, 
who decided it to be out of order for any perso! 
to call for the yeas and nays, except those who 
had previously voted in the affirmative on the 
question! The very singular circumstances 
under which Miss Parker was presiding, can 
alone account for this very extraordinary deci- 
sion. The pretended election of the other offi- 
cers. was carried on in an equally unconstitu- 
tional manner. The yeas and nays were de- 
nied to ladies, who, after the singular ruling of 
the presiding officer, voted in the affirmative for 
the purpose of calling for them. They were 
questioned by the Chair whether they had voted 
in the affirmative, for the purpose of enabling 
them to move the yeas and nays; on this ques- 
tion being answered in the affirmative, the mo- 
tion was denied, on the ground that it was con- 
trary to usage. To this it was replied, that as 
we had once this afternoon taken them under 
the same. circumstances, it was not contrary t 
usage. The answer was, “ You are out of or 
der; take your seat.” In many cases, the ne 
tive was not called for, all debate on. the nomin- 
ations was prénounced out of order, and though 
every vote was declared doubted, no notice wa 
taken of the doubt. After the officers were de- 
clared elected, and while a member had posses- 

















































sion of the floor, an adjournment was moved, 
and declared by Miss Parker to be carried. 
_ What should be the course of faithful mem- 
bers of the society at this time? The principles 
of the Society are inviolate. While they con- 
tinue so, let us seek to save it from destruction. 
The ground on which we stand is holy. Let 
us not leave it, but contend for it, till falsehood 
and duplicity are fully exposed. } 
A Lire-MEMBER or THE Boston F. A. S. Soc. 
_ The publication of the foregoing account 
occasioned great alarm to the members 
whose ill conduct it described, and produced 
a lively sensation in the minds of all. Some 
were shocked that the privacy of our meet- 
ings should be thus invaded ; and they en- 
quired how it would seem for one member of 
a church or prayer meeting, to go and put 
in the paper what was done there. These 
were more recent members, and_ evidently 
considered the Anti-Slavery association a 
secret Society. Others were pained that 
such a proceeding should expose the Society 
to the animadversion of the pro-slavery pub- 
lic. ‘They felt more for abolition as a sect 
han as a principle, and were grieved at the 
anticipated censure of ‘‘ Gath and Askelon.”’ 

Others there were, who, though they con- 
firmed the exactness of the account, were 
lyet pained by its publication, because such 
step was not in accordance with their feel- 
ings. They not only dreaded to give cur- 
ency to the idea that abolitionists were 
ivided among themselves, but they had 
established habits of mind to contend with, 
which had been formed under their various 
denominational influences. They had been 
in the habit of concealing the sins of “ our 
church members,” and of restraining any 
thing which might ‘reflect darkly on 
friends ?’ and they for a moment oveilooked 
the fact, that it was by this guilty silence of 
the friends of freedom, that slavery had 
obtained dominion over Quakerdom and 

hurchdom, thereby creating the necessity 
for specific Anti-Slavery socicties. 

The true reason for grief was that such 
things had been done ;—not that they had 
een told of. Whatever evil is done will 
in some shape, appear; and its immediate 
ppearance in narration will oftentimes pre- 
ent its appearance in a train of ruinous 
onsequences. 

“The account had been shown before pub- 


























lication to large numbers of the Society, that 
every word might be established, and that, 
if any thing was overcharged or erroneous, it 
might be rectified. But no error could be 
found. Mrs. Ellis Gray Loring, Mrs. Child, 
Mrs. Southwick, Mrs. Garrison, and numer- 
ous others who saw it, were impressed with 
its impartial accuracy. All remarked that it 
was an under statement. But» the writer’s 
object was, not to give the coloring of a 
painter, but the accuracy of a rigid delinea- 
tor. 

The would-be officers, who had thought 
themselves secure in numbers, began to real- 
ize, in a novel manner, how true is the Scrip- 
ture.so often quoted in the Anti-Slavery 
ranks, that ‘one shall chase a thousand.” 
Mr. Garrison, on inserting the communica- 
tion, had expressed his readiness to insert 
also a reply should one be offered ; and they 
sunk themselves still deeper in ignominy 
and difficulty, by the following wholesale and 
indefinite denial of what took place before 
hundreds of people. 


CONTRADICTION. 
Mr. GARRISON: 

Sir,—The undersigned, members of the Board of the Bos- 
ton Female Anti-Slavery Society, perceive in the Liberator 
of November Ist, an anonymous communication, purporting 
to be an account of their Jate annual meeting. ‘This account 
is essentially untrue. Duty to ourselves and to the Society 
compels us to say, it is full of misrepresentations and mis- 
statements. With regard to the feelings and motives which 
dictated that account, we make no charge; but with regard 
to the account itself, we cannot do less than declare that, in 
those particulars which give character to the meeting, it is 
entirely false. 

Miss Gould was not present at the last meeting, but can 
readily sign this note, in consequence of the misrepresentations 
made concerning the first meeting at which she was present. 

Mary S. PARKER, Sytvia Lewis, 
CATHARINE M. SuLtivan, Lypia L. FuLtier, 
ABBY C, CARTER, J. SHIPLEY, 

L. M. Batt, Lypsa GOULD. 


M. V. BaLL, 

As the above document noticed the ac- 
count of the meeting as an anonymous com- 
munication, the author instantly forwarded 
her name for publication, Anne Warren 
Weston. At the last of the two meetings 
described in her account, Miss Caroline 
Weston, Miss Deborah Weston, and Miss 
Ford of Hyannis, a stranger present, all in 
different parts of the house, and without any 
communication with each other, came to pre« 
cisely corresponding results in keeping a 
tally of the yeas and nays upon the election. 
Mrs. Merriam, also, who did not think to 
commence till a few names had been called, 
found, on reckoning up her score, that it felt 
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short of that of the other three only by those 
few names which. she lost at the beginning. 
These four ladies, on the spot, announced 
their doubt of the vote, and claimed with 
many others that it should be certified. And 
not a voice in the meeting corroborated Miss 
Ball’s announcement. The following cer- 
tificate appeared in the Liberator succeeding 
the contradiction of Miss Ball, Miss Parker, 
&c. 


The undersigned, 78 members of the Boston Female Anti- 
Slavery Society, make the following statement: ; 

At the meeting held in Boston, on the 23d October, 1839, 
the question on the acceptance of the minutes of the previ- 
ous meeting, declaring the election of Miss Mary S. Parker, 
as President of the Society, was taken by yeas and nays. 
The vote was declared by Miss Lucy Ball, the Secretary pro 
tem. to stand 158 in the affirmative,and 65 in the negative, 
and it was announced that, as Miss Parker had the constitu- 
tional majority, viz: two thirds of all the votes, she was 
chosen. 

Instead of 65 votes being given in the negative, the under- 
signed know that there were at least 82 negative votes, in- 
asmuch as each of the undersigned was called and answered 
in the negative. ‘The undersigned believe, from four sepa- 
rate tallies, kept by four persons present, that the affirmative 
vote was misstated, it having been in fact 138, instead of 
158 as it was declared, and that the negative vote was in fact 
82 instead of 65. According to either of the statements 
above made, Miss Parker did not receive the constitutional 
majority of votes, and therefore is not rightfully the Presi- 
dent of the Society. 


Hannah 8. Adams, Anna Maria Murray, 


Dorcas Ann Amos, 
Mary Ann Allen, 
Alice Bush, 

Maria W. Chapman, 
Mary G. Chapman, 
Lydia Maria Child, 
Catharine R. Child, 
Sophia B. Child, 
Elizabeth M. Copeland, 
Hannah C. Cutler, 
Ruth Copeland, 
Betsey Abbott, 
Eunice R. Davis, 
Polly J. Emerson, 
Betsey C. Fisher, 
Mary Sanborn Fifield, 
Bathsheba Fowler, 
Abigail H. Folsom, 
Elizabeth S. Gray, 
Helen E. Garrison 
Elizabeth Gray, 
Rebecca Howland, 
L. Hilton, 

Sarah Haskell, 
Sarah Haskell, 2d, 
Mary Anu W. Johnson, 
Sarah Johnson, 
Elizabeth Jones, 
Jane Jackson, 

Susan H. Kingsbury, 
Relief Loring, 
Louisa Loring, 
Sarah Lang, 

Anna Lawton, 

Anna Logan, 

Eliza Ana Logan, 
Mary W. Lewis, 
Eliza F. Merriam, 


.*s 


Sarah J. Mann, 
Catharine P. Nichols, 
Catharine Parcher, 
Jane Putnam, 

Martha A. Pero, 
Susan Paul, 

Eliza Philbrick, 
Anna R. Philbrick, 
Nancy Prince, 

Mary Pendleton, 
Lucy Rogers, 

Haley Rogers, 

Mary Ann Russell, 
Frances Mary Robbins, 
Margaret Scarlett, 
Catharine Sargent, 
Henrietta Sargent, 
Thankful Southwick, 
Sarah H. Southwick, 
Anna R. Southwick, 
Abby Southwick, 
Catharine H. Spear, 
Phillis Salem, 

Sarah A. Taylor, 
Deborah Thacker, 
Julianna T. Tillman, 
Hannah Tults, 
Elizabeth Tolliver, 
Sarah-Tyler, 

M. A. Whitney, 
Caroline Weston, 
Anne Warren Weston, 
Hannah Willey, 
Caroline Williams, 
Deborah Weston, 
Lucia Weston, | 
Emma Forbes Weston, 
Mary Young. 


Louisa Nell and Lucy Chester, members of the Society, 
now absent from the city, were present, and voted in the ne- 
ative. ; ; 
§ The names of Mrs. Curtis, and 8. H. Whitney, were cop- 
ied by mein the presence ef Miss Gould, (now acting as Rec. 
Sec. of the Society,) from the list of Miss Ball. They were 
checked by her as having voted in the negative. 


ANNE WARKEN WESTON. 


N.B. Te will be perceived that the names of Louisa Nell, 
Mrs Curtis, S. H. Whitney, and Lucy Chester, added to 
the 78 names appended to the abové statement, make the 
number of negative votes 82. 


To this Miss Ball replied as follows : + 


CORRECTION. 
Mr. GaRRIsON : | . . } 

Sirn,—In an article in the Liberator of last week, headed 
“Important Certificate,” I find it stated that the vote on the 
acceptance of the minutes of the annual meeting of the Bos- 
ton F, A. S. Society, was declared by me to stand 158 in th 
affirmative and 65 in the negative. ‘This assertion I, with all | 
kindness and deference to the 78 ladies, deny. I stated t 
vote to be 150 in the affirmative, and 65 in the negative, an 
the numbers now stand recorded on the checked list of the 
yeas and nays, as counted by another member and myself at’ 
the meeting of the 23d of October. ; 

In relation to the tallies kept by different ladies, it is evi- 
dent fromthe Liberator of the 7th and 15th, that there is a’ 
diversity of opinion. Some in the majority, who kept tallies, 
agreed with the Secretary, while others fuund-148 in the af- 
firmative, and 63 in the negative. Now I would ask, with all 
candor, which of these records can be relied on with the most 
safety ?_ Among the list of the 78, there are individuals, 
whose names have never been received as members of the 
Society, and of whom neither the Recording Secretary or 
myself have any knowledge. Consequently,I could not have 
called them. There are others of whom I have no evidence, 
either in writing or from memory, that they were called or 
responded to by me at the meeting. 

1 would say in relation to the “ very unenviable position ”” 
in which I am made to appear, that I prefer that position to 
the one assumed by the writer of the article above cited. 
Every man’s work will be ultimately tried, and whatsoever 
is not’ according to the word and testimony of Christ, will 
come to nought. i 

Conscious of having endeavored to act with integrity and 
impartiality, I with the utmost cheerfulness throw myself 
upon the Society with whom I have been connected from its) 
foundation, and enjoying whose confidence 1 have had the 
honor to serve in the capacity of Treasurer, for the last five 
years, Yours respectfully, L. M. BALL. — 


This ‘‘ checked list,” to which Miss Ball 
refers, was at length, with much difficulty and 
by repeated applications to different members 
of the board, obtained for examination and a 
most carefully revised copy made together 
with all the various lists of the members 
which exist. The Society knows all that 
Miss Ball knows, about what names have 
been given, and what the secretaries have at 
different times chosen to refuse to receive. 
‘Some in the majority kept tallies which 
agreed with the secretary.” Why did they 
not say so atthetime? Of what avail to talk 
of tallies by the majority, while the majority 
refuse to have a doubted vote certified ? 
‘*Among the list of the 78 are individuals 
whose names have never been received 
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members of the Society.’’ Whose fault is that? 
Not the fault of those who gave their names 
years ago, and never dreamed that they were 
‘never received.” - Miss Ball stated to the 
meeting that, the list being an imperfect one, 
ladies whose names were omitted would be 
attended to by giving their names, if begin- 
ning with A, after all the A’s were called ;— 
if with B, after the B’s &c. Yet she says 
that because their names were not on the list, 
she ‘consequently could not have called 
them.” !!! 

No one, who is aware of the manner in 
which names are necessarily taken in anti- 
slavery meetings—often names of utter 
strangers, given in the midst of other business, 
will ever attach moral blame to a secretary 
for an imperfect list. It is the refusal to rec- 
tify errors,—it is the attempt to suppress 
names when self-ends are to be answered, 
that we condemn. Among these “never 
received,” of whom neither of the Miss Balls 
had ‘‘any knowledge,” is Mrs Loring, who has 
been many years a member. 

When all the names beginning with L 
had been called, Mrs Loring rose and sta- 
ted the fact, claiming her privilege of voting. 
“Your name is not on the list” said Miss 
Ball. Mrs. Loring thought it must be, as 
she wasa life-member. Miss Bal! proceeded 
to the names beginning with M. Mrs. Loring 
renewed herclaim. ‘‘I have already called 
Mrs. Ellis Gray Loring, the only Mrs. Loring 
on the list.’’» ‘* This lady is his mother’ said 
Mrs. E. G. L. Miss Ball pencilled the name 
and recorded the “no.” Catherine Parcher 
also a life member of many years standing, 
with difficulty got her name called. These 
will suffice as instances of the recklessness of 
making an assertion so upen to disproof as the 
one that she could not have called those of 
whom she had no knowledge. 

The day before the meeting, the names of 
more than a dozen women of color were 
carried by one of them to be put on the list. 
Many of those individuals were not permitted 
to vote, and their various certificates in the 
Society’s possession, are omitted for want of 
room. 

This is one of the most painful features in 
the whole transaction; that those of our 
members least able from their position to vin- 
dicate their own claims, should have been 
the ones over whose rights the board should 


have hastened the business of ‘their own 
election” “ triumphantly,” by refusing to call 
their names at all. 

The 17 members whose names were called 
by Miss Ball, who voted “no” on the min- 
utes involving the choice. of officers, but 
whose votes were not allowed by her, are as 
follows : . 


Mary Ann Allen. Name on the list, but not 
checked. 

Alice Bush. . De: 

Elizabeth M. Copeland. Name on the list, and 
checked ‘* Yes!” 

Hannah C. Cutler. Name en the list —not 
checked. 


Ruth Copeland. 


Old member, do. 
Bathsheba Fowler. 


Name not on the list—a 
well known member of many 
years standing. Procured her 
name to be called by perse- 
verance, and by the interpo- 
sition of various voices in the 
meeting who sustained her 
claim, and voted “ No,”? 

Old members. Names not 
on the list—claimed and ob- 
tained the calling of their 
names. Voted “No.’? No 
record made of it. 

Name on the list, uncheck- 
ed: old member. 

Old member. 

Old member. On list ~ 

Old member. Name not on 
any list, though she had paid 
her annual subscription to 
Miss B. two months previous, 
on Miss B’s own application 
Old member, [for it. 

Name on the list. 

Name on the list. 

Name on the list. \ 

O!d member, name not on 


Sarah Haskell. ; j 
Sarah Haskell, 2d. 


Jane Putnam. 


Iucy Rogers. 
Catherine Sargent. 
Sarah H. Southwick. 


Deborah Thacker. 
Juliana T. Tillman. 
M. A. Whitney. 
Auna Maria Murray. 
Mary Ann Russell. 


the list. Persevered till Miss 
Ball called it, and yoted 
** No.” 

Catherine Spear. Name on the Jist—voted 


‘No’? —the no eflaced by 
two lines drawn across it. 

Oh that the tempted and the sinning 
would take heed to what they do before re- 
ferring such case as this, to the ‘ word and 
testimony of Christ !”’ 

Emily Winslow and Emeline Avery, 
who have for years labored with and contrib- 
uted to our Society, on learning that it had 
been said by the would be board, that they 
should allow no one to vote whose name was 
not upon the list, handed their names up to 
the platform with an annual subscsiption be- 
fore the meeting came to order, that there 
need be no doubt or delay. They were not 
allowed to vote. Mrs. S. P. Ryder was also 
refused, and before the meeting commenced. 
In some instances, where persons with whom 
the board were unacquainted handed in their 
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names, they were asked which side they 


were on!!! | 

Of the numbers, names, and © pro-slave- 
ry and» new. organization character of 
such as were ‘‘received’’) and permit- 
ted to vote without question or scrutiny, 
no remark need be made as members can ex 
amine the list at their leisure, and draw their 
own inferences. | 

Mr Garrison, it will be recollected, offered 
his columns to a reply to Anne W. Weston’s 
account of the meeting, and inserted the con- 
tradiction of Miss Parker, Miss Balls, &c. 
anil also another article without signature, 
likewise in contradiction, and which attributed 
the difficulty to the wish of the minority to 
drag in non-resistance and woman’s rights. 
- Having more than fulfilled his promise by in- 
serting two denials to one charge, and also 
Miss Ball’s reply to the certificate respecting 
the 82 negative votes, he saw no necessity 
fo. exposing the Liberator to the .charge of 
being ‘‘ hampered up with controversy,’ and 
put a stop to the insertion of further commu- 
nications. Both sides had said their say, and 
ought to have been satisfied. But another 
article was offered in denial,without signature. 
It contained nothing of consequence, avoid- 
ing the main point, and dwelling on points of 
order as if they were the matter at issue. 
Its length only, and our limited space, which 
forbid the insertion ofa mass of certificates and 
evidence in the possession of the Society, pre- 
vent our republishing it from the Mass. Abo- 
litionist, to which it was finally sent, on Mr. 
Garrison’s refusing it admission. 

Such of our members as were acquaint- 
ed with each other’s style of writing and 
habits of thought, as well as with those of 
the gentlemen of the new organization, 
were reminded, by that article, of Sir 
friend sir John disguised as the woman of 
Brentford: —“* I spy a great beard under her 
muffler.” | 

The large attendance on these meetings 
rendered every denial of the facts witnessed 
and recollected by such: multitudes, an addi- 
tional confirmation of the idea, that only a de- 
liberate purpose to cover up wrong could oc- 
casion such desperate continuation of wrong- 
doing. The Ist quarterly meeting, 1840, 
was looked forward to by all members inter- 
ested in the issue, as one at which this whole 


subject should be examined, ‘and all that was’ 


crooked made straight. 


The following is 
report taken on the spot. HOS SIT 


a 
‘ofl 
QUARTERLY MEETING OF THE 
BOSTON FEMALE A. SLAVERY SOCIETY. 
; January 8th, 1840. ‘g 


The meeting was called to order by Miss Ma-' 
ry S. Parker, who stated that as the Secretary 
was absent, it would be necessary to nominate; 
some other person for the afternoon. Miss 
Caroline Weston was nominated. Immediately, 
after, Miss Lucinda Otis. Miss Parker said, Miss 
Weston and Miss Otis were nominated simulta- 
neously; will the meeting have both? Mis 
Otis begged leave to decline. A lady (whose 
name the reporter did not hear,) moved that 
Miss Otis’ nomination be put. A hand vote wa 
taken’: Miss Parker decided that Miss Otis was 
chosen. | Ai 

Miss Otis read the Minutes of the last meet- 
ing, which declared the previous minutes (involy- 
ing the election of Miss Parker,) to have been 
accepted by a vote of 150 to 65. She also read 
minutes of two meetings of the acting Board, at’ 
which it had been- decided. to hold a_ public 
meeting of the Society at the Marlboro’ Chapel: 
in the month of December, to publish a Poen 
written by a member of the Board in connection 
with the annual report, and to secure the service 
of a lady as an agent to do the work of petition- 
ing, collecting, &c.* bath: 

Miss Anne W. Weston said that she rose to’ 
oppose the acceptance of the minutes of the 
last meeting, for one reason—an all-sufficient 
one—that they were untrue; as she would 
proceed to show. the Society ; for she held in her 





hands the evidence to prove that the votes of 17. 


members of the Society, who had voted in th 

negative on that occasion, had been anneal 
by the Secretary, Miss Lucy M. Ball, in th 

record of the Noes. Miss Caroline Weston 
asked Miss A. W. Weston to give way for a 
moment. Miss A. W. Weston yielded to the 
request. Miss C. Weston said she had asked 
that favor to obtain an opportunity to move, that 
when this question was taken, it might be taken” 


A) 


* A labor which theminority had been happy to perform for 
love of the cause alone, but which, in this instance, was to have’ 
occasioned the Society the unnecessary expenditure of $250° 
per annum, The meeting at the Marlboro’ was the one at 
which Mr. Birney of the New York Executive Committee, 
and Rev. Luther Lee, the General Agent of the New Organi-’ 
zation, were the principal speakers; and at which, the Rey. 
Mr. Colver, one of the officers of the new organization, spoke 
in behalf of the December Fair, and against the Liberato 
and the ‘* Fair of a few individuals,” and stated that the) 
Liberator had ‘turned against”’ the female society: where j 
the fact was, that the Beard of the Female Society had turn. 
ed against the Liberator. . iy 
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by Yeas and nays." Miss Otis’ said that'she had 
consulted many friends in the ‘interval of the 
meetings, and they had all agreed that the yeas 
and nays were‘unnecessary. It was childish to 
occupy time in'such a manner, ‘It would’ take 
us all the afternoon ; and it would seem as if 
we could not depend upon each other’s integrity, 
if we should do it. Miss A. W. Weston said, 
that in the present circumstances, it was neéces- 
sary to have recourse to this means.’ It was ex- 
ceedingly important, balanced’ as the Society 
was, at the last meeting, almost two thirds by lit- 
tlé more than one third, that we should all be a- 
ware of our condition, and know exactly how we 
stood. Mrs. Southwick saw nothing childish in 
this mode of proceeding. “On the contrary, it was 
the way in which all Societies and deliberative 
assemblies proceeded in case of a serious differ- 
ence of opinion. Mrs. Smith proposed that the 
question should’be taken by a division of the 
house. This would be ‘much more easy’ and 
simple, and would obviate the loss of time, and 
|embarrassment and'‘confusion of the other mode. 
| Miss C. Weston said she should regret embar- 
rassment, and delay, and confusion, ‘as much as 
the lady could possibly do, but such were’ the 
circumstances of this’ case, that she must. still 
insist on the yeas and nays as ‘a matter of ‘ne- 
jcessity. “Mrs. J. E. Fuller saw: no necessity 
for them. Miss Otis renewed her objections. 
Mrs. Durant inquired who were legal voters. 
Could ladies, who had not paid an annual sub- 
scription for one, two, or three years, be properly 
reckoned members of this Society ?. Mrs. Smith 
thought this an important question. | Miss’ Par- 
jker said, that the Constitution decided the terms 
jof membership to be, subscribing to the constitu- 
tion, with an annual subscription of fifty cents. 
Mrs. Child inquired, if payment of five dollars 
}was not a life membership. Miss Parker ‘as- 
sented. Miss Tufts said she had understood 
that we had good members who were too poor 
to pay. Miss C.’ Weston ‘thought no lady of 
either, side would feel disqualified (who had join- 
ed the Society and acted with us‘ heretofore) by 
jthe fact that her last year’s subscription remain- 
ed unpaid. It would be a difficult, if not an im- 
possible thing, to ‘ascertain who had or who had 
not paid, as we had no exact Treasurer's ac- 
counts. Miss Parker said that it must be left to 
the ladies’ consciences. She then put the vote. 
The Secretary counted and announced that 62 
sustained the call'for the yeas and nays, and 72 
opposed. Miss Parker stated that a majority 
weré against calling them. Miss Anne W, 
Weston said that this was a question of order, 
Subject to the ‘decision of one fifth. A* lady 
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(name the reporter could not learn) said ‘she 


agreed with ‘those’ who thought the yeas and 
nays unnecessary. It was not the practice to 
take ‘them in other meetings; her husband was in 
the habit of attending meetings, and knew their 
usages as well as any one, and he had stated that 
the yeas and nays were hottaken atthem. Miss 
C. Weston remarked ,that the gentleman probably 


could not have been in, the habit of attending 
Anti-Slavery meetings, for it Was a Very com- 
mon. thing there, as well as im all deliberative 
assemblies, to. take the yeas and nays. The 
lady explained, that she had referred to political 
meetings. Miss Parker said, she knew nothing 
of deliberative bodies, never having been in one, 
unless the last theeting. of this Society. was con- 
sidered one. ‘The constitution kuew nothing of 
yeas and nays. Mrs. Smith inquired what ob- 
jection there could be to a division of the house. 
Mrs. Chapman said that the yeas and nays 
were the right'of the minority. They claimed 
it. A division of the house was not what they 
asked for. ° Miss C. Weston asked Miss Parker 
for her decision on this matter. Miss Parker. 
The question now before the meeting is the ac- 
ceptance of the ‘minutes. Miss C. Weston, 
But T have called for the yeas and nays on that 
question, and I ask the President, I would say, 
Miss Parker, whether ‘my call was. sustained. 
Miss Parker. Our constitution says nothing of 
yeas and nays, and that is our only guide. 
Mrs. Child. Our constitution says nothing about 
any points of order, I think. “Miss Parker. I 
believe you will find that it does. Mrs. Child. 
I am unable to perceive that there is any thing 
of the kind in it.’ We have aimed to, conduct 
our business by the ordinary usages of congres- 
sional and. other bodies. You, yourself, Miss 
Parker have heretofore spoken of having’ con- 
sulted parliamentary manuals and Legislators, 
and members ‘of the Common Council, as au- 
thority for this Society. It is obvious for what 
purposes this provision of the yeas. and nays, 
subject to the call of one fifth, was made. It is 
an important provision, by which the rights of a 
very small minority are protected, in cases where 
Without it they might be trampled upon. Miss 
C’Weston. Again I'ask Miss Parker for her de- 
cision. (a pause, and no reply.)” Miss A. W. 
Weston: It is perfectly evident that this attempt 
to prevent the question from being taken in the 
requisite manner, springs from the same wish 
to throw the result into obscurity which led to 
the suppression of a part of the votes at the last 
meeting. “Mrs. Smith, 1 do not suppose this is 
a matter for the President to decide. It has al- 
ready been decided by the Society = 2 majority 
went against it. Miss Parker confirmed this 


statement of Mrs. Smith. “Miss Anne W. Wes. 
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ton wished to request the ,attention of the :mem- 
bers to the fact that this was a question of. order 
subject to a decision of one fifth. Miss Parker 
thought Miss C. Weston had submitted it to 
the majority, Miss C.. Weston said she had 
put it in the shape of a motion to find out wheth- 
er one fifth would sustain it. It was sustained, 
even by 62 against 72. She now, renewed the 
claim of the minority to Miss Parker’s announce- 
ment of that fact. Miss Parker, I have repeat- 
edly decided that the constitution knows nothing 
of yeas and nays. Miss C., Weston—Miss 
Parker, do you refuse to act; upon the matter 
last before us? . Miss Parker, the question now 
before the meeting is the acceptance of the min- 
utes. Miss C. Weston, I must ask leave to call 
the attention of all present to,this extraordinary 
conduct, so that when it shall:be stated that such 
things took place, no one may deny them. to 
have occurred. TAPPER to the majority for their 
own sakes, not to suffer the, discredit of such a 
procedure to rest upon them., It is an unheard 
of thing that any assembly in our whole land, 
from the highest Legislature, to the smallest vol- 
untary Society, should set at naught this claim 
It will make our Society the laughing stock of 
all observers, to deny this just claim of its mi- 
nority. Miss Anne W. Weston adyerted to 
meetings of the national and Mass. A. S. Soci- 
ety. Not a session passes that this provision is 
not claimed. Can any one be blamed for infer- 
ring—can any one help inferring from the pres- 
ent course, that a consciousness. exists some- 
where, of conduct, that cannot bear the light 2 
Mrs. Smith. I would inquire if it is in order for 
some ladies to speak so often? . Mrs. Child. It 
is in order to repeata question when not answer- 
ed. Miss Parker ruled that it was in order. 

A. W. Weston. From what source does Miss 
Parker know it to be in order? [A pause. A. W. 
Weston. continued.]—Miss _Parker’s. assertion 
that the constitution of our Society is silent_as 
to yeas and nays, is no way to. the purpose, 
Suppose a lady rises to this question and sud- 
denly begins to advocate. the abe of the Sea- 
man’s Aid Society. Miss Parker will call her 
to order of course, because itis one of the usa-, 
ges of our Society, to require members to speak 
to the point. It is no, reason why this should 
not be done, that our Constitution is silent about 
it, So about the yeas and nays, It is our us- 


age to have them, and: itis a. good. and_ just, 


usage. : | 
Miss Parker. Ladies must remember that the 
business now, before the meeting is the accept- 
ance of the minutes. a e . 
Miss C. Weston. Once more I must be permitt- 
ed to,state that the minority have decided to stand 


upon.their right to. the yeas and, nays, and wait 
for Miss Parker to announce the decision which — 
is the circumstance. that now occasions delay... 
Mrs. Helen Robbins... This Society certainly 
ought to be. guided by what it finds, expedient 
for itself, and not by the usages of Congress and - 
other bodies. | 
Mrs. Shipley; begged ladies to reflect that all 
this delay could not but be detrimental to the 
cause: while we wasted our time in taking yeas 
and nays,,the poor slave remained in bondage. 
I consider it, positively wicked. | 2S Wl 
Mrs, Chapman.wished members to. note that 
it consumed more time to resist the, yeas and 
nays, than it, needed to take them. . 
Miss. Henrietta Sargent remarked in reply to, 
Mrs. Shipley, that the poor slave never could be 
aided. by falsehood and fraud,.and to rectify, 
these, was the thing at present of paramount im- 
portance... As to. the constitutionality of yeas, 
and nays, Miss Parker was now presuming her- 
self to be, President in virtue of certain yeas and. 
nays taken at, the last meeting. 9 
Miss H. Robbins thought that. Miss Parker’ 
election, took place before the last: meeting | 
Mrs. Howe. hoped) the yeas and nays would’ 
be taken, if that would be any more satisfactory. 
Miss. Otis was. willing) the yeas. and nays 
should be had, but thought it would/not satisfy 
ladies. They had them at the last; meeting, but 
so. many mistakes. occurred, that, it did no good, 
Mrs. Shipley had not heard a single reason, 
for the yeas and. nays. , | 
Miss C.. Weston said that of course the mem- 
bers were not satisfied with the suppression of, 
votes, yet the taking of the yeas and nays had 
done good, since it had enabled the Society to. 
obtain cognisance of that fraud which would 
otherwise ;jhave escaped det<ction. She had 
been no less anxious to save time than the lady 
who. had expressed anxiety on the delay, and 
had not therefore,occupied much time with rea- 
sons for a.claim which the purest sense of jus- 
tice would have admitted without a word. But 
since. Mrs..Shipley has asked for reasons, | wili 
ayert. to. the developements of the last meeting, 
as affording ample ones. We can no longer go 
on.as_a Society without a clearing up of the pres- 
ent difficulty,;,and, the utmost exactitude and 
particularity are demanded. , The yeas and nays. 
go far to ensure the prompt exposure of fraud in 
counting, and also operate to prevent any fronr 
voting who do:not conscientiously feel that they 
have a right to do:so. | J 
‘Miss Henrietta Sargent. Had it not been for 
the:yeas and nays called at the last meeting; 
the facts which will be brought. before us, as 
soon as.it shall be assertained that proper action) 
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can be had upon them, could not ‘have been 
brought to light. It could never have been 
Known, for instance, that my Sister, Catharine 
Sargent, whose name Miss Ball called, who an- 
 swered “no,” and to whose negative Miss Ball 
tesponded “ n5”—appearing at the same ume to 
record it, was, after all, deprived of her vote. 
Miss Ball’s list, the same used by her at the 
meeting, showing her name unchecked in any 
manner; as if she had been absent. It never 
could have been shown, as it now can be, that 
i7 members were in like manner deprived of 
their votes ; nay, some of them now present and 
‘ready to testify, made to swell the numbers of 
the majority. The reasons ate glaringly obvi- 
‘ous why the minority insist on the yeas and 
nays: if the majority have been deceived, they 
ought to feel glad to be undeceived. : 

Miss Parker said that an important letter had 
been. received . from, the sisters; in Philadelphia, 
which perhaps the Society might like to hear. 

Miss Anne W. Weston said, that no-one, 
who should.so much as hear of this, would fail 
to perceive that there was a great aversion and 
dread, on the minds of some; here,,of any clear 
examination, and. definite action’ upon these 
minutes. Here was an effort to divert attention. 
- But the present business was such as pressingly 
demanded immediate action... 

Miss Otis moved that the minutes should be 
laid on the table. | 

Mrs. Southwick thouglit that‘would be out of 

order. 
. Mrs. Smith, said that. she had moved the ac- 
ceptance of those minutes, and would withdraw 
her motion, that they might be laid on the-ta- 
-ble. It was plainly in order that they should 
be laid there, as might be shown, by supposing 
a case... Suppose a case where more’ ‘evidence 
was wanted respecting the minutes,—every one 
must see the propriety of laying them aside. 
She would withdraw. her motion. 

Miss Parker, It will not be necessary for,you 
to do so. A motion to lay them on, the table is 
perfectly in order without your doing so. 

Miss Henrietta Sargent. Does: Miss, Parker 
find all that in‘the constitution ? 

Mrs. Southwick admitted that it might be in 
order to lay the minutes on the table,! but 
thought it not advisable at this moment. | 

Miss A. W. Weston... We have, amet quarterly, 
and monthly. at times, for years, and never, since 
I joined the Society, have the minutes been thus 
disposed of, however weighty were the reasons. 
We have met under various circumstances,) but 
in peace or peril, in mobs, or in whatever emer- 

ency, there never had been need felt till now 
for suppressing the minutes. 


Miss Otis ‘said’ that she’ had ’notmoved to lay 
them on the table, out of any wish to’ suppress 
them ;" but because she thought the letter might 
promote peace and harmony. ‘ 

Miss C. Weston said it could not settle our 
present dilemma, and therefore must yield in 
importance to the business in hand. 

Miss Parker said, it will Show ‘us how we 
stand in the estimation of our Philadelphia 
sisters. agai 

Miss Henrietta “Sargent. “ Low enough, no 
doubt; which, as a Society, we’ deserve to do. 
We can conjecture this, without further informa- 
tion. s ) 

Miss Abigail Folsom. ‘It is of trifling conse- 
quence what the Philadelphia sisters think of us. 
What God thinks of us, is the important inqui- 
ry. We had better search our own hearts, and 
see if this is doing as we would be done by. 

Miss Parker, It is moved and seconded, that 
the minutes be daid on the table—not to suppress 
them,—not to give them the go-by ; but that we 
may listen to the letter from our Sisters of Phi- 
ladelphia. ) | 

Miss C. Weston. I call for the yeas and nays 
on this question also,and give notice that I shall 
do so, as often as any question on these minutes 
comes before us.. Whatever shape these mat- 
ters may take,—in whatever form they may be 
put, however they may be delayed, it is well for 
all to understand that our responsibilities © to 
each other cannot be evaded without wrong. It 
will be a test vote, come’ in what shape it may. 

Miss Parker: “Will'the ladies give attention 
while I put the question. | | 

Miss’ C. Weston: ’'Since'the yeas and nays 
are again refused, I'‘call for tellers, and nom- 
inate Mrs. Child as one.’ Some one [name un- 
known] opposed this, on'the ground that it would 
seem as if we doubted the Secretary. 

Miss’ C. Weston’ doubted not that the Sec- 
retary, from whom we’ had reason to ‘expect a 
very different course from the one adopted by 
the’ Secretary of the last meeting, would prefer 
this arrangement. 

Mis§ Parker'said; I will appoint two ladies, 
one on’ each ’sidé, to ‘assist’ the Secretary : 
Mrs. Howe and Mrs. Merriam. The’ vote 
was 'thén taken, andthe ‘tellers and Secretary 
reported—each varying slightly from the others: 
The highest'No. of aves’ 73—the highest No. 
of noes, 64. | fer 

Miss Parker inquired if ‘this ‘was ' satisfac- 
tory. “ 

Miss A. W.°Weston’ replied that difficulty of 
obtaining ‘an accurate statement of our position 
by cotnting ‘only, was made’ obvious. * The 
mere fact of the crowd, made it'a matter of dif- 
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ficulty...Two, counts had .been had without ob- 
taining an agreement.,, But as two.thirds of the 
votes given were necessary, to lay ; the: minutes 
‘on the table, and as there was. not.a near ap- 
_proach, enough to, this to.render such inyolunta- | 
ty mistakes of any, consequence, there, was no 
need of insisting on an agreement, ; 

., Miss Parker. nounced the result thus : 

‘« Since the. nority refuse to listen to the let- 
‘ter, our Sisters in Philadelphia must be. told 
that their communication was laid aside.”’ 

Miss Henrietta Sargent.. At a ‘suitable time 
we shall be, very, happy. to -hear. it, but, these 
minutes cannot be laid on the table now. 

Miss. A..W. Weston rose toventer upon, the ex- 
amination of the minutes,and while on her feet, 
having commenced speaking, Miss C. Sullivan 
moved an; adjournment. 

Miss. A, W. Weston, took the Ton to. wit- 
ness this evidence of a determination mot to let 
the minutes be examined, now. that it, appeared 
that,there was. evidence. on the spot. to prove 
them false. 

Miss Parker put the question to adjourn and 
pronounced it sustained... Many voices,exclaim- 
ed, doubted.. .No.notice, was. taken of this by 
the President, nor any, count or process of certi- 
fying. permitted, It. was impossible. to decide, 
as parties -were.in appearance equally balanced, 
which, had: the, largest number of votes, on the 
question of adjournment. 

» Miss Anne W..,Weston, Gulled. the meeting to 
take notice that it had been extensively doubted, 
and was now denied, that, the meeting was ad- 
journed, protested against.the course that had 
been taken,. and) gave.-notice, that those;;who 
wished.to have. full information»as to the busi- ° 
ness, of that afternoon, might obtain it after those 
who had wished,to adjourn should retire... After 
a short interval to give, time, for, that. purpose, 
Miss A. W., Weston. was requested 10. go on 
with what she had in the meeting commenced, 
She then. proceeded to. state. the. case of the 
Board, and.,Secretary,. with so ,much, oftheir 
conduct as concerned the Society to know, as 
being the, acts of its soi-disant. Servants, and,for 
which, it would be a sufferer, in every, way—ex- 
hibited the authenticated documents.in,,proof. of 
her. statement; sead,the names of. the ladies 
whose.votes had been suppressed or counted af; 
firmatively,,called_on many of them there pres- 
ent, who corroborated her statements, gave the 
names. of, ladies, who jhad, joined ;the Society 
previous to the day of the October meeting, and 
whose, names.were, not called atyall;; Soon ‘after 
she began speaking, Miss, Parker gave notice, 
in aloud voice, of a lecture of Mrs. Gove., .. 
‘Miss..Weston, paused till,.she/ had finished, 


and again commenced. 
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‘companied by resolutions recommending, peace 


dressed to the Society, so that numbers of the 


‘Miss Otis. 


Miss Parker then began again also,and gave 
the notice a second time, with a. notice that the 
ladies, were requested to take papers, which were 
to be had for distribution at the door* 

The letter from Philadelphia above. alluded. to, 
was one wrilteti without a knowledge of the sit- 
uation of eur Society, and consequently not par- 
ticularly appropriate to the case, however-excel- 
lent in its intention and expression. ,. It. was ac- 

























and unity respecting the cause, and duplicates 
of it were sent to different individuals, both ad- 


most active members were aware of its contents. 

The next meeting was_ the second quarterly 
meeting in April, of which the following is a 
report made on. the spot. 
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THE QUARTERLY MEETING © 

0 OF 

The Boston Female Anti-Slavery Society. ~ 

‘April 8th., 1840. 

After Miss Parker had read a psalm ‘and prayed, 
the minutes of the last meeting’ were read by 
They stated, among other things, 
that the minutes involving the eleérion of *off- 
cers, weré laid/on the table, by a vote of bie 
to 62. | 

Miss ‘Anne W. 
ment ; 
ble. 

Miss Otis affirmed that they had been’ so dis- 
posed of) as/72 had voted to lay them there 
poate 62. 

Anne W. Weston reminded Miss Otis that 2 
majority of two thirds was requisite to lay them 
there. 

A lady ‘inquired, 
required two thirds ? 

‘Miss Weston replied iw the affirmative. “The 
lady (of whose identity reporter, cannot be posi- 
tive;) moved that the business of this afterneon 
be transacted by an ordinary majority. Seve 
ladies) spokes against this motton~said it was 
not in order—could not be’ done without ‘a 
change in the ‘constitution,—there were not two 
thirds present’ who desired it, &e. ' 

Miss Weston ‘called’ Miss Otis’s attention 
again to the mistake in her minutes. 

7 Miss Otis*corrected it, and the minutes were 
adopted as corrected. 4 

‘Miss Parker said there’ was am opportunity 
for any business to'be presented, and Miss Su 
livan rose. 

Miss ‘Av\W. Weston elaimed the floor to speal 


to’ thé business pending when the last meetin, 
qa 
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Weston corrected this state- 
the minutes had not'been haid on the ta- 


if every’! little sigh 


*Which papers it appeared on examination, were oF 
Mass. Abolitionist.”’ 
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was adjourned, namely, the minutes involving 
the election of officers. 

, Miss Parker.—Miss Sullivan has the floor. 
_.A.W. Weston. [ had the floor, Miss Parker, 
if you recollect, at the last meeting, and was 
speaking against the acceptance of the minutes 
when Miss Sullivan moved the adjournment 
Miss Parker. I presume Miss Sullivan. will 
yield you the floor, 

Mrs. Chapman.—Miss Sullivan has not the 
floor, and therefore cannot act in the matter. 

Miss A. Weston.—I appeal to you, Miss Par- 
ker, whether I was not speaking when the ad- 
journment was put. 

Miss Parker. The Secretary has no record to 
that effect. : 

_A.W. Weston.—I would ask the Secretary if 
Rs not speaking when the adjournment was 
puts Bt 

Miss Otis.—Yes.. Noone can fail to remem- 
ber that. 
‘Miss Parker. There was no record made of it. 

_Mrs. Chapman. 
reported that meeting in full on the spot, and it 
stands that Miss Weston had commenced speak- 
ing against the acceptance of the minutes, after 
the vote to lay them on the table was lost. 
Miss Parker.— We know nothing about that. 
Mrs. Taft.and Mrs, Chapman recalled to the 
Secretary her statement that no one could fail 
to remember it.. 
.. Miss, Parker. 
the meeting. 
Miss Caroline Weston.—Miss Parker, that is 
10t the fact by any rule by which we have here- 
tofore been governed. ‘The business before us 
is the minutes involving the election of. offi- 
sers.. 

- Miss Parker.—The letter from Philadelphia 
was the last business before the meeting. 

_ Mrs. Southwick.—Was any letter from Phil- 
delphia read at the last meeting ? 

_ Miss Parker did not reply. 
_ Mrs. Southwick repeated the question. 
Miss Parker admitted that it was not. 

Mrs. Southwick.—Why was it nov read? (a 
pause.) . 

Mrs. Child.—Because the minutes, involving 
the election of officers were up, when it was in- 
troduced, and the meeting refused to lay them 
on the table. 

- Miss Otis.—The reason it was not read, was, 
that it was so late there was no time. Several 
members.—It was most unusually early for ad- 
journment,—there was time enough,—the sun 
was an hour or two high,—we might have done 
that and a great deal more, &e. 

' Miss Otis.—My minutes state that the previ- 
ous minutes were laid on the table. 





















There is. no business before 


I know that it was so, for I 


AoW, Weston.—But you corrected that er- 
Tor on my pointing it out, and they were accept- 
ed as corrected. 

Miss Otis.—I corrected. them about the -yeas 
and nays last time. a 
A» W. Weston.—I never made any. correc- 
tion about the yeas and nays. No such correc- 
tion has been made. The yeas and nays of last 
time have not been mentioned by this meeting. 

Miss Parker.—I have taken legal advice, I 
have the opinion of a gentleman well versed in 
parliamentary rules—a Lawyer, a, Statesman 
and a Politician; and his decision is, that all 
business must be brought forward by special mo- 
tlon. 

A. W. Weston.—But in this case, we claim 
that the business is already before us.. Even in 
Legislative bodies, do you not. recollect seeing 
it stated that Mr. So and So, being in possession 
of the floor at the close of yesterday’s session, 
finished his remarks ? 

Miss Parker.—We have had_ business before 
us, the minutes of the last meeting. ‘That is 
disposed of. Now there must be a special mo- 
tion, . 

Mrs. J. M. Robbins.—I move, then, that those 
minutes be taken up. 

Mrs. Taft seconded the motion. 

Miss Parker,—That is in order. 

Miss Caroline Weston,—I appeal to the house 
from the decision of the chair. 

Miss Parker hesitated to put the motion. 

C. Weston renewed the appeal. 

Miss Parker,—There is a previous motion 
before the house. Mrs. Robbins has moved to 
call up the minutes. 

C. Weston.—That is what I appealed from to 
the house. 

Miss Parker,—The first motion must. be put. 

Mrs. Chapman,—Will Miss Parker be so 
good as to state what its effect will be upon the 
business, so that the meeting can vote under- 
standingly. 

Miss Parker.—There is no need of my doing 
so. Each member will have her own opinion 
as to what the effect will be. They will see it 
differently, and I am not bound to make any 
such statement. 

C. Weston —I will state, then, that if it should 
happen that two thirds of this meeting are de- 
termined to prevent inquiry into those minutes, 
the effect of their vote on this motion will be to 
suppress discussion and testimony respecting 
them. I renew my appeal to the house. |. 

Miss Parker called on as many as, sustained 
the chair, and as many as sustained Miss Wes- 
ton’s appeal to manifest it. An uncertain move- 
ment took place, and ladies, inquired what it 


meant, and what it was that Miss Parker had 
said. 

Miss Parker,—The chair is sustained. 

Mrs. Chapman,—- Will Mrs. Robbins withdraw 
her motion for bringing up the minutes, as they 
are already up. 

Mrs. Robbins said, she had not at first fore- 
seen the effect her motion might have, but now 
withdrew it. — 

Miss Otis;—We must remember that it has 
been stated in the paper that the minority are 
not permitted to be heard here. I hope Miss 
Weston may be permitted to say all she has to 
ayo 

Mrs. St. Clair.—I move that Miss Weston 
have permission to say all that she has to say 
with or without motion, whether itis true or un- 
tirue.(seconded by a voice the reporter did not 
recognise.) 

Miss Parker put the motion and pronounced 
it carried. 

A. W. Weston.—TI rise to speak on the min- 
utes which I contend are now before the meet- 
ing. { am speaking neither by permission of 
the house or on motion of Mrs. St. Clair. I 
was in possession of the floor at the adjourn- 
ment of our last meeting,—I claim it as my 
right. I will occupy as little time as I can, but 
as | see many present who probably were not 
here at our former meetings, I feel it necessary 
to refer to them. 

| Miss Martha Ball called Miss Weston to order. 

Miss Parker said, that Mrs. St. Clair’s motion 
was, that she should speak till she had finished. ] 

At our annual meeting in October, we were 
unable to elect officers.—It was not pretended by 
any one at the close of it, that any election had 
taken place. Miss P’s sister stated to Mr. John- 
son that there was no election. At the next meet- 
ing it was stated in the minutes that Miss Par- 
ker had been elected, and the yeas and nays 
were taken on the acceptance of these minutes. 
Eighty-two, by the corresponding count of 3 
ladies voted against their acceptance ;—a sufh- 
cient number to prevent their acceptance; but 
the Secretary in counting the» vote suppressed 
17 names. I hold in my hand a statement that 
will fully corroborate what I have said, which I 
will now read. 

Miss Martha Ball called Miss Weston to 
order. 

Miss Parker. Mrs. St. Clair’s motion was, that 
Miss Weston should speak till she was done. 

Miss Ball. But she is reading documents. 

Miss Parker.—Mrs. St. Clair, shall Miss 
Weston go on ? 

Mrs. St. Clair. If the document is not long. 

Miss Weston. [ shall occupy but little time.— 
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The paper that I hold, is a certificate that the 
undersigned voted against the acceptance of th : 
minutes. It is signed among the rest by the 1 
or 18 ladies whose names I| shall read, names 
well known to many here.—They are the fo 
lowing :—-Mary Ann Russell, Mary Ann Allen 
Alice Bush, Elizabeth M. Copeland, Hannah C. 
Cutler, Ruth Copeland, Bathsheba Fowler 
Sarah Haskell, Sarah Haskell, 2d. Anna Ma 
ria Murray, Jane Putman, Lucy Rogers, Catha 
rine Sargent, Sarah H. Southwick, Catharin 
H. Spear, Deborah Thacker, Juliana T. Pillman | 
M. A. Whitney. If the statement of these wo 
men is true, then were the minutes not accept 
ed, then is not Miss Parker elected. It is 2 
question of fact, supported by unimpeachable tes 
timony. I beg ladies to lay aside partisan feel 
ing, and say what the truth 1s. I shall ask, af 
ter every thing on the other side has been sa 
that the question on these minutes may | 
Pi Smith said, that the | 
. Smith said, 
ibe it, was one of order. She thought tha 
when an’ adjournment took place the business 
before the meeting was quashed. on 
Mrs. Chapman thought that the duties before 
this Society were not to be discharged, howeve: 
they might be hindered, by refusals to trans 
act its indispensable business. Our unfinished 
business always had come up as @ matter 0 
course in order, at the commencement of the 
succeeding meeting. The length of our ses 
sions, (on which Miss Parker had made the mere 
point of order turn,) might just as well be assum 
6d to. be from annual meeting to aimual meet 
ing, as from quarter to quarter. — 7 
iss Purves had railed that an adjournment 
without day, required our business to be brought 
up by ‘special motion. But this last adjourmen 
was to a particular day—we all understood tha 
we were to meet on the second Wednesday in 
the second succeeding month. pb | 
Miss Parker.—You should ‘recollect, Mrs. 
Chapman, that the place was not specified. 
How did the Society know where to meet es 
Mrs. Chapman thought that according to Miss 
Parker’s own rule, the day was the point. 7 
Miss Parker asked the attention of the meet: 
ing to an important resolution which Miss Sul. 
livan was about to offer. Miss Sullivan present 
ed the following, in effect : +? Oe 


Whereas, fur some time past, the harmony of this tee 
has been disturbed, and its usefulness impeded, by differe 
ces of opinion and feeling, resulting from causes not anicipa: 
ted in its formation; and, moreover, as these diferent am 
unavoidably the occasion of injury to the cause of the sla 

which we all have at heart; and as these differences being 
founded in the sense of duty en) both sides, no compromise 
concession or change can be expected; and as this ene 0 
things is painful to us as individuals, as friends of the slave 
and as co-workers in his behalf; therefore ) 


question in het 







































Resolved, That the Boston Female Anti-Slavery Society 


by the act of adjourning, Dissolved, 


he sustained it by a few words, for substance a 
petition of the resolution. . 

‘C. Weston inquired what the differences to 
hich Miss Sullivan alluded were. | Miss Sul- 
yan replied that they were differences of opin- 
n and feeling, and that it might be truly said 
jat the slave had been wounded in the house of 
's friends. 

|) Anne W. Weston said, that the question. of 
Ww organization which was distracting the 


2 land, was the only difference that she was 
Ware of in the Society... Is there not, 1 would 
jk the meeting (she procceded). a better way 
i this Society to pursue than to dissolve. We 
k only for one thing;—we cannot conscien- 
rusly vote for a Board who are in favor of the 
» O. But we are willing to. vote for any in 
lis Society to act as its officers who are willing 
Jabor harmoniously with the Mass. A. S. So- 
pty.. Wecannot vote fora Board in favor 
} the N. Organizationists, for we © consider 
2m more dangerous to the interests. of the 
use than colonizationists,;—more dangerous 
cause their professions are higher ; but surely, 
pm a Society as large as this, there could be 
pected officers in. whom all could agree. Our 
HMerences might, by simple straight-forward 
aling, if the Board would permit, be adjusted. 
|Miss Sargent moved that Miss Parker be re- 
ested to leave the chair, and that some one 
je be appointed ;—motion seconded by several 
fices. Some one(reporter could not distinguish) - 
td let Mrs. Southwick be appointed. Miss 
rgent wished that Miss Parker would spare 
»se present the appearance of making the 
tter a personal one. She should not think it 
Id be agreeable to Miss Parker’s own feelings 
stand in the position she did, presiding in 
ect, over her own election, and refusing to put 
tions or permit the transaction of business. 
iss Parker begged that her feelings might 
not be considered, and said; the business be- 
je the meeting was Miss Sullivan’s resolution 
the dissolution of the Society. 
Mrs. Chapman expressed astonishment at the 
froduction of the idea, and inquired why .it 
Nbuld be dissolved... Miss. Sullivan \said it was 
ciently apparent; 
rs. Beman said, this holy cause is dear to 
® heart. It never can be aided without union. 
e ought all to unite in carrying it forward. 
He cause of my enslaved people is the cause 
God, and I hope this great and good body 
l.be united in its advancement. Miss Qtis 
d. she had not an unkind feeling to any member 
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fuse not only in Massachusetts but throughout - 
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of the Soc. She was ready to act with all, and it 
would be the delight. of her heart to do so. But 
the conduct of the minority had virtually dis- 
solved the Society already. They had held a 
separate fair the last year. They had not acted 
with it. If she {knew any thing of the nature 
of voluntary Societies, the members were bound 
to labor for the Society. But the minority had 
been laboring against the Society.. They had 
done nothing for its treasury. They had pub- 
lished pieces in the paper bringing before the 
public what was done in the meetings. 

She could not have so conducted towards a 
Society of which she was.a member. She lov- 
ed the cause,—she felt. more interest than 
she had formerly done for it, and was determin- 
ed to go on laboring for it. : 

Mrs. Child said, the fair last year was voted 
for by all, without the slightest idea that. its 
avails would be appropriated, at a critical in- 
stant, to the detriment of the Mass. A. S. Society. 

Mrs. Child was here called to order from the 
platform, as not speaking to the resolution. 
She proceeded ;—That being done the minority 
felt it to be due to that Society, so. faithful and 
devoted to the slave, to sustain it, as;we had al- 
ways done. She was astonished at the proposi- 
tion to dissolve the society, and still more that it 
should be named as a reason for doing so, that 
its members gave more or less at different times 
according as their gifts were disposed of to their 
liking or not. It was surely each member’s du- 
ty to see that her means were not used for pur- 
poses which she did not approve... Mrs. Child 
thought it questionable whether a Society could 
be dissolved in this way. What was meant by 
a life member ? 

Miss Parker said, that when a member died, 
that membership was dissolved ; and when the 
Society died, the same thing must take place. 
Miss Folsom could. not think it the best measure 
to dissolve. She was willing to make any con- 
cessions on any point which did not involve a 
sacrifice of truth and liberty. This she could 
not do, for she was persuaded that the violation 
of either of them must certainly work the ruin 
of the Society and of the cause, 

Mrs. Prince thought the movers of this reso- 
lution had better go off from the Society. 

Mrs. M. A. W. Johnson felt that the mem- 
bers who moved a dissolution owed it to the So- 
ciety to give some definite reasons. She must 
hear something more than that there were dif- 
ferences of opinion and feeling in some minds 
the grounds of which they did not explain. 
We had uw right to a thorough discussion and 
understanding after the introduction of such a 
resolution; but she solemnly protested against 
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any attempt to dissolve this Society. Mrs. H. 
Robbins did not think there was any difference 
in feeling in the Society, but thought the mem- 
bers differed only as to the use of means, and 
here the difference was very great. 

Miss H. Sargent would be very glad to have 
the ‘resolution come out in its true colors. 
There was a want of candor in this talk about 
differences, and calling to order’ whenever the 
only real difference was touched upon. Those 
ladies who claim to be our Board, are new Or- 
ganizationists.. Are- they ashamed of it? It 
would seem so, from their unwillingness to have 
it appear here. Why is it? they are plain 
enough about it elsewhere. Why should they 
be so desirous to destroy this Society? It 
would be the honester of the two, for them to 
accompany their brothers, and go off to the new 
organization. I request Miss Sullivan to modify 
her resolution to that effeet: 

Miss C. Weston. ‘Those who bring forward 
such an astonishing and unexpected proposition, 
ought at least to show the foundation for making 
it. Many of us severally conjecture, and affirm 
our conviction and are ready to exhibit proof, 
that the new organization spirit is the original 
cause of our present difficulties. But there-are 
doubtless many ladies present who ‘have joined 
the Society since the commencement of these 
difficulties, and of course they cannot be expect- 
ed to know out of what they spring, or on what 
our objections to this last years’ board were 
originally founded. To such it may be likely 
enough to appear a personal affair, though they 
might—they doubtless would see the affair in 
quite another light, if those who wish a disso- 
lution would come out openly with their opin- 
ions and feelings. | We are strongly, conscienti- 
ously opposedito retrograde movements, clerical 
appeal, new organizations, or dissolution: we 
are open about it. Why are not the opposition 
equally open? Members are called to order from 
the platform, if they touch upon new organiza: 
tion,—therefore I feel justified in demanding of 
Mess Sullivan what she means by her resolution, 
and what she considers differences of sufficient 
weight for introducing it. Iam aware of none. 
I have no difference of opinion in Society meet- 
ings, with any calling himself abolitionist except 
a difference as to the reality of his abolitionism. 

Miss Sullivan. I do not feel bound to answer 
Miss. Weston’s inquiry. Mrs. Southwick could 
never consent to a dissolution, She had thought 
to belong to this Society till the accomplishment 
of its object. She had a conscientious determi- 
nation formed.at the commencement of the en- 
terprise always to remain connected with some 
Society on this basis, till Slavery was abolished. 


She wanted the board to say wh ‘this Soéi ' 
should be dissolved ? Miss M. V. Ball There is 
no need of saying any thing. The reasons are 
apparent. Mrs. Taft urged the same inquiry. 
Mrs. Hi Robbins ‘spoke, but the reporter could 
not distinguish what she said. Miss Sallivat 
I will give a few reasons. Ist, We can domore 
good by dissolving than by remaining together, 
2d.—We shall thus wipe: away the dishonor 
that the cause has received through our means, 
Mrs. Chapman said, the past could not be revo- 
ked, nor its dishonor wiped away by any such 
course. The benefits of remaining together 
were undoubted by those who were drawn tos 
gether. She felt united to the Society. Its 
principles, its constitution were the same as the 
ever were, and she hoped its course would yet 
be ‘brought’ into conformity with them. She 
could not admit that the difference of opinion 
and feeling of some was a reason why the Society 
should be dissolved. If it were, it was-a reason 
why it should never have been°formed: It was 
a reason that should prevent all association. 
But she saw the faces of the inembers. ‘They 
spoke a different language. She saw them in 
tens and twenties and in fifties, from whom she 
could not by human. possibility be ‘disjoined 
She had labored too long and too hard: with 
them in this cause—(she would not say too well) 
to’suffer the dissolution of her connection with 
them. But she was ready to be convinced o} 
the propriety of others dissolving their connec 
tion, if they wouldspecify their ground, though 
she had heard nothing yet to coavince her 
Miss Sullivan said, that the reasons for: dissoly: 
ing were such as'were incident to frail and fal 
ble mortality. Mrs. Child illustrated ou 
present position by the case of Mr: Pierpont’s 
church.’ When asked why his connection with 
them should be dissolved, they said, it wag 
phrenology—it was screws—it was school-books 
it was razor-straps,—but they were shy’a | 
mentioning the real reason. Sovit was’ here.) 
When we undertook to examine new organiza) 
tion, the real thing that divided us, it was pu | 
a stop to, from the platform. ot 
Miss Sullivan said, her resolution did’ 


‘contemplate any discussion of éither of the twa 


organizations, and therefore an examination 
them would be out of order. Several voice). 
begged the ladies on the platform would speak 
out. Miss Parker hoped that the ladies of th) 
minority would remember that though they wer 

the minority, they: could be: but one heard 

once. Miss Ball said, the reasons seem plaif) 
enough, certainly. A lady (reporter could nq’ 
be positive—thought it was Mrs. Prince,) said, 
Yes, plain enough, why some wish’ to break 
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ip. ~ It is because they cannot be officers. 

Mrs. Taft earnestly besought that somebody 
aight say something which would enlighten 
er as to any necessity for dissolution. She 
ad joined a short time since—she had come 
1is afternoon from some distance, and before 
he left she did hope. to hear something that 
rould remove her astonishment. How could 
idies want a dissolution? Mrs. J. M. Rob- 
ins thought the matter altogether too important 
» be settled in this summary manner. 

-Anne W. Weston again spoke of the duty of 
sing sincere with one another, and the folly of 
tempting to be otherwise. She said, we are 
stermined for the sake of the slave, to sustain 
e old organization ground, the only point where 
fool of differing opinions can meet. 


This is 
le feeling of a multitude here. The last 
bat’s board entertain opposite feelings. They 


ve circulated the Masachusetts Abolitionist. 
nknown to the society, yet using its name— 
‘ey have—Miss Sullivan. I must call Miss 
Teston to order. 
‘Miss L. M. Ball. Question—question. 
1C. Weston. It is disgraceful that such a seri- 
s business as this should be attempted to be 
sposed of in this manner, without previous 
‘tice—without previous means taken to’ give 
formation to the members,—nay I believe pains 
ve been taken to keep the plan a secret from a 
tt of the members. Crowded forward, too, by 
rsons who show themselves so utterly unscru- 
lous in the use of means to effect it, as to 
ce advantage of a position to which they have 
claim, to suppress the investigation and set- 
ment of the difficulty in which they have in- 
ved themselves. [Here a question of order 
s raised from the platform as to the right of 
2 board to act till another was elected. Seve- 
questions and answers about this passed be- 
en the platform and the house, but almost 
ultaneously, so that the reporter could only 
e the words, (which were unimportant) with- 
being able to say who spoke. ] 
A. W. Weston granted that the Jast years’ 
rd might act as a general question of usage 
convenience and courtesy. But here was a 
rd not elected, not only persisting under the 
peculiar circumstances of this case, in ta- 
g their places, declaring they were elected, 
refusing to act, when it suited their plans to 
o. Refusing to put motions—appealing to 
ge, to parliamentary rules and to any one’s 
ision about order to prevent a settlement of 
t case, (calls of question from the platform,) 
finally forcing the question of a dissolution 
n the society. 
aroline Weston demanded the yeas and 
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nays. She knew that a yery large minority 
sustained her in it. It was immaterial whether 
one fifth or one third should be considered the 
number anthorized to claim them. She knew 
that more than one third of the members pres- 
ent, would never acquiesce in an attempt to dis- 
solve the society without knowing whether the 
persons making the attempt,were members or not. 

Miss Parker. The society knows nothing about 
yeas and nays. The Constitution is silent about 
them. I have seen it stated in the papers this 
Winter, that in the Massachusetts Legislature 
the yeas and nays were refused. C. Weston. 
That was because more than two thirds voted 
not to have them. 

Miss Sargent.—Miss Parker, did the States- 
man and politician whom you consulted, instruct 
you about the yeas and nays? Miss Parker. T 
have the opinion of a gentleman whom I am 
not ashamed to quote as authority. 

Anne W. Weston. Miss Parker, do you not 
know yourself, that it is the unquestionable prac- 
tice of public bodies to grant the vote by yea and 
nay to some specificed minority 1 Miss Parker, 
This society is not Congress. We have nothing 
in the constitution about yeas and nays. We 
are not bound by customs we never adopted. 
C. Weston. We have adopted this. We have 
had them every time we wanted them till now. 
We know it is not in the constitution. But the 
common law of the land has been unwritten 
and you might be condemned for breaking it, 
and the decision would be founded on precedent. 
A precedent exists in our society for voting by 
yeas and nays, and a very small minority has 
had them and there was no question of it, until 
it was found that 17 votes must be suppressed to 
secure the election of this self-styled board. 
There would be no question of it now if you 
were willing the truth should appear. Miss 
Sullivan moved as an amendment to Miss Wes-. 
ton’s motion, that the vote on the question of 
dissolution be taken by counting. Miss Parker 
began to put the amendment but was interrupt- 
ed by a lady in front, who expressed dissatisfac- 
tion that a vote of any kind should be taken till 
we knew what the meeting was composed of. 
We knew nothing about it now,— (calls from the 
platform, question.) 

Miss Parker said, all who are in favor of 
Miss Sullivan’s amendment to take the final 
vote by counting, will rise. (A large number 
rose.) Without counting, she then said, all 
who are opposed will rise, (a large number also 
rose, and it was impossible to know how the vote 
stood.) Miss Parker said, Miss Sullivan’s 
amendment is carried. A great many Voices 
cried, dowbted, and there was a strong call from 
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all parts of the house for a count... Miss Par- 
ker repeated thatthe vote was carried, refused 
to notice the request to count. She began to 
put the question on dissolution, but the demand 
for acount was so general and so. strong, as to 
prevent. When it ceased, Miss Parker again 
began to put the question. The call was re- 
newed ‘count the votes—count the votes.” 

Miss Sullivan. If it will give satisfaction, I 
will withdraw my amendment and renew Miss 
C. Weston’s motion for the yeas and nays. 
Several ladies remarked that we must now set- 
tle whether one third or one fifth should have 
them. The ladies on the platform denied that 
they could be had unless a majority voted for 
them. MissC. Weston. Once more I assure 
_ you that we insist on it in the name of a minori- 
ty. The only reason for them is that this mi- 
nority should have the right of making the truth 
appear. Miss Otis said, there was not time. 
We ought to consider that it would take a great 
deal of time.. Miss Weston, There is time 
enough. We must have the time. This of 
‘course is the most important business which has 
been brought before the society from its forma- 
tion. Wevought to take not only this afternoon, 
but till 10 o’clock. A lady, (reporter cannot say, 
thinks it was Mrs. J.M. Robbins,) said, yes, two 
or three afternoons would be insufficient. 

Miss C. Weston. It willread disgracefully that 

business like this was crowdéd before the meet- 
ing, crowded forward without discussion, and 
the final. vote taken without our being able to 
know even who voted upon. it. 
_ Miss Sullivan said, she had renewed Miss 
Weston’s motion for the yeas and nays anda 
majority must decide. She was surprised that 
ladies insisted that a minority could claim them. 
She would remind Miss Weston, that she her- 
self had agreed to abide by Miss Parker’s decis- 
ion. She had insisted on Miss Parker’s taking 
the responsibility of refusing. 

Miss C.Weston. I have said no such thing on 
the present occasion : at a former meeting, on an- 
other question, I did urge Miss Parker to take 
the responsibility of refusing the yeas and nays. 
I have not asked her to take any responsibility 
at all this afternoon. We shall take the respon- 
sibility ourselves. This whole proceeding is 
out of any order whatever. I wish that the 
question about the yeas and nays might be taken; 
but I notify Miss Parker, that, if over one third 
of those voting desire them, business shall not be 
transacted this afternoon except by yea and nay. 
Miss Sullivan. How does Miss Weston say busi- 
ness shall be transacted? Will she be kind 
enough to state again. ©. Weston. Certainly. 
Miss Parker has entertained business not in or- 


‘and nays—148 against them. 


#: 4 
der—she has refused to facilitate the transac 
tion of business which ought to come before u 7 
she has refused to, notice motions regularly put 
and seconded. She has refused a count whe 
her decisions were doubted and doubted with 
urgency. She has trampled on right and or 
every rule, or authority, or usage by which she 
bas ever professed to guide herself. She, with 
the acting board, are wholly unfit for the offices 
they have assumed. And we now assure thet 
that their course will be acquiesced in no longet 
This vote shall not be taken unless the yeas an 
nays are granted, if a suitable number demand 
them. . 

Miss M. V. Ball, That is to say, you wil 
mob us? Mrs.Chapman. Will Miss Ball please 
to remember what language she uses, that she 
may not deny it when she sees it’ reported here 
after. Miss Sargent regretted to have heare 
such language in reply to our firm and simpl 
statement of the facts in the case. Miss Otis 
Indeed there is not time to take the yeas and nays 
Miss Ball. We should have to read 6 or 7 
names. Mrs. Nathaniel Colver protested agains 
professing Christians trifling away God’s ti 
in such a preceeding. She had but recenth 
joined the Society, and it had been made to 
up the whole time since. The minority migh 
have the yeas. and nays if they would be satis 
fied; but it would not content them. They ha 
them once and were, still dissatisfied. Mrs 
Chapman said they had been enabled to det oC 
the attempt to suppress 17 votes; did Mrs. Co 
ver expect that they would rest satisfied there 
Miss Parker said she would put the question 4 
specting the yeas and nays. <A. W. Westo 
wished it might be determined previously whi 
ther one third or one fifth were to have ther 
Miss Parker. Will the ladies be seated, so thi 
the vote may be put. Mrs. Chapman called f 
the appointment of tellers ot members of | 
so called board. Mrs. Child and Miss Weste 
were nominated. Both declined. Miss Pa i 
named Miss Otis and Mrs. Merriam. A care’ 
count. was had, twice over, both tellers passir 
round the house: the returns were 100 for ye 
Mrs. Merriam 
I saw many. strangers standing as I counte 
Miss Parker, I suppose we can all say tha 
A. W. Weston. And does not that show t 
necessity of calling the roll? Miss Parker. } 
will now take the vote on the resolution to ¢ 
solve the Society. Ladies will, please to ff 
seated. C. Weston. Miss Parker, it will hot. 
permitted. We insist on the calling of the 
We see exactly how matters stand. You h 1 
not a constitutional majority here to dissolve: 
Society. We do not know that you have a 


. 


a5 
Fed oe oe 


J 
q 


> \ 


pital. We shall not ieave it with 43 
wn persons, who may not be members, or 
‘ho may be slaveholders, to pronounce this So- 
iety dissolved. Miss Parker. I will put the> 
solution. Mrs. Chapman. Miss Parker, let 
1¢ remonstrate with you once more. You have 
of done a right thing this afternoon, and you 
ave done much that is wrong, by every rule of 
ght and order by which we have been governed 
eretofore. Let me beg you to change your 
yarse. Mrs. Philbrick. Miss Parker, do let'us 
ave the truth! Many ladies round the plat- 
rm, whose names the reporter did not learn, 
iid, Do, Do, Miss Parker. Why not? We 
ight to know all about this thoroughly, &c. 
liss Parker began to read Miss Sullivan’s reso- 
tion. [Incessant and simultaneous calls from 
| parts of the house, ‘call the roll—call the 
Il—the yeas and nays—the yeas and nays— 
e roll—the roll,”’ &c.| | During this, there was 
conference on the platform. Miss Parker was 
‘ipposed to call on those in favor of a dissolu- 
n, to rise. Ladies on the platform made signs 
them to do so. <A large number rose: No 
lers were appointed, except by Miss Parker, 
10 said the Secretary would count. Miss Otis 
ost immediately, and without going round 
house, said there were 143 for the dissolu- 
m. Miss Parker called for the contrary 
nded. Mrs. Chapman. I protest against this 
1ole proceeding as invalid. Do not vote la- 
s. No one rose. Miss Otis counted ladies* 
nding round the room and said there were 
Miss Parker announced the vote 143 to 
and said, I pronounce the Boston F. A. 8.5. 
solved. Mrs. Chapman. I give notice that 
Boston Female Anti-Slavery Society is not 
rolved, but will hold a meeting for the choice 
officers on Saturday afternoon next, April 
th, at this place, Marlboro’ Hail No. 1. And 
without adjournment the meeting departed. 
hereupon, \Miss Parker and Miss Otis 
tan advertisement to all the city papers; 
t the Society has dissolved: and thus ter- 
ated this disgraceful and abortive attempt 
its existence. 
Mobs. and pro-slavery editors have, in‘ 
rs past, declared that they had broken it 
—distinguished Unitarian divines and phi- 
phers have whispered their influential 
ds against it,—Calvinism and Universal- 
Albert Folsom and Hubbard Winslow, 
e labored to the same effect,—Parsons 























Several ladies came to the next meeting as spectators, and 
they regretted extremely to have been brought into the 
Wer meeting as actors, for they were only present as spec- 
and standing fer the convenience of observing. 
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Cooke has branded its members for leaving 
their sphere by taking the appropriate work 
of the church into their own hands,—the pas- 
toral association and the clerical appeal have 
been moved against it,—a chain of miscalled 
religious influences running into the midst of 
it from the South, communicated through 
such men as Dr.Manly and Rey. W.Plummer, 
to such men as Dr. Wayland and Dr. Woods, 
and from them tuo the new organization cler- 
gymen who are the pastors of many of our 
members, and the confidential advisers of the 
self-constituted board,—all these instrumen- 
talities have labored in vain for the destruc- 
tion of the Boston Female A. S. Society. 
Persons never before interested in the subject 
of slavery, now called their denominational 
zeal, anti-slavery feeling, and thronged into 
the Society, thinking to suppress by their 
votes any action upon. the evidence resting 
against their sister-church members. 

It is one of the unaccountable delusions to 
which terror and treachery are subject, that 
any mind should have supposed that. the 
inevitable consequences of bad conduct could 
be averted by the destruction of the Society 
in which it had been perpetrated. A more 
astonishing delusion was, the idea that a 
union of heart, like this, could be dissolved 
by any word of mouth ;—that a large body 
of, persons so united upon an everlasting 
truth, by a constitution whose every article is 
a provision for its own perpetuity ,could be dis- 
banded as long as its object remained unav- 
complished... That object is the Abolition of 
Slavery. For this the Society lives, and. 
moves, and has its being; and till this is ac- 
complished, so sure as the truth is never left 
without a witness, it never can be dissolved. 

In 1€37, when in the height of our pros- 
perity as a Society, we numbered among 
several hundred scattered through the several 
States, 159 active present members. We 
now emerge from the choke-damp of the 
clerical appeal, with the same number. As 
individuals, we have, in that interval, been 
prosecuting the cause with activity and suv- 
cess, though our associated action has been 
paralyzed. But the spirit of fear and bond- 
age having fled, the Society enjoyed a re- 
newal of its old spirited and effectual way of 
meeting, at the time and place appointed. 
The following are the proceedings : 
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SPECIAL MEETING | 
OF THE 


BOSTON FEMALE A. 8S. SOCIETY. 


At the Marlboro’ Chapel, Hall No. 1, 
Saturday, April 11, 1840. 

In the absence of the officers of last year, 
Mrs. H. G. Chapman called the meeting ‘o 
order, and moved that a President pro tei. 
be chosen. Mrs. D. L. Child was called to 
the chair, and Caroline Weston chosen Sec- 
retary pro tem. The meeting was opened 
with reading the scriptures, by Mrs. Johnson, 
and prayer by Mrs. Ordway. 

Mrs. Child called for a report of the meet- 
ing of the 8th, made by Mrs. Chapman. 
After examination, it was unanimously ac- 
cepted. 

A roll of the meeting was then made out, 
that it might be known of whom it consisted. 
120 old members were enrolled, [since, an- 
creased to 150,] during which several ladies, 
by permission, addressed the Society. 

The minutes of the meeting succeeding the 
annual meeting, involving the correctness of 
the record of the annual meeting, and the 
election of Miss Parker and others, as officers, 
being now in order, were considered. The 
motion to accept them, made at the meeting 
of January, was put, and unanimously reject- 
ed, on the, ground that they suppressed 17 
votes. ‘The following statement of the pres- 
ent position of the Society was then presented 
by Mrs.Chapman,and unanimously accepted, 
and voted to be published in the Liberator, 
Emancipator, and all the other anti-slavery 
papers. 


STATEMENT OF THE Boston Femate A. S. 
SOCIETY. 

A part of the Board of officers of the Bos- 
ton Female Anti-Slavery Society for the 
year 1839, have, in the fourth month of 
1840, for which year they were not elected, 
pronounced the Society dissolved, and ad- 
vertised the same extensively. This renders 
it necessary that the Society should instantly 
issue its journal of the recent transactions, 
with this brief statement and DENIAL, for 
the information of its absent and distant 
members. 

We have been, from our formation, a body 
composed of all sects in religion, all shades 
of opinion, all races, countries, and stations 
in society. Our bond of union was a heart- 


‘yzation. 
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felt acknowledgement of the - 
cessity of immediate emantipaeial ! 
pledge to use all the means in our power { 
its acomplishment. We enjoyed the mos 
perfect harmony among ourselves, and werk 
in the most harmonious co- operation with the 
other Anti-Slavery Societies, State and Na 
tional, from the time of our formation i 
1833, to the time of the Clerical Appeal 
As a Society, we bore a faithful 1estimom 
against that attempt tuo destroy the anti-sla 
very association. A minority of our the 
acting Board, (being the same persons wh 
now pronounce our Society dissolved,) re 
fused to unite in that testimony. Not onl 
that, but they testified against the Societ 
that to ats testimony they cherished the mo: 
serious objections. 
From that time, their efforts have been { 
the injury of the anti-slavery cause. For 
long time, we could not believe that the 
meant to produce that effect, bnt thougl 
they were misled by a misplaced confident 
in the ministers of their respective religio 
denominations, who had been incensed 
our course as a Society. But we became 
length convinced, that they themselves, als 
had ceased to be animated by that spirit : 
freedom and love, which is the sprit of Chris 
for we saw their fruits to be those of sect 
rian zeal and exclusiveness, with person 
ill-will. This was manifested, among mai 
other things, by their laboring to place of 
funds at the disposal of the Executive Con 
mittee at New York, without the consent 
the Society, at the time when that committ® 
were exerting themselves to mould the pry 
slavery and sectarian materials roused by t 
Clerical Appeal into a new and hostile orga 
It was shown by their attempt 
esst discredit on the Massachusetts An | 
Slavery Society, at the times when it faithfi 
ly rebuked this hostile spirit of pro-slavel 
sectarianism. It appeared in their Oppo 
tion to the Liberator. It was demonstre 
by the conduct of the ‘ Massachusetts Abo 
tionist’; for after that paper became the o ] 
of the new organization, it claimed the cou 
tenance of the Boston Female Anti-Slav 
Society for that scheme, and founded its ¥ 
sumption on the declaration of these persop 
that they had been elected for 1840. Ma 
of our Society were at that time deceived 
their professions. of neutrality ; yet the v@ 
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of 82 against them was sufficient to defeat 
their election. Instead of recording the fact 
th t they were defeated, they suppressed 17 
votes, and recorded that they were elected. 
Respecting this record, they combined, at 
the succeeded meetings, to stifle inquiry and 
discussion. Any examination of the charac- 
ter of the new organization was also resisted 
by them, in their zeal to commit the Boston 
Female A.S. Society blindly to its interests. 
To prevent action upou the minites, with 
which they had involved the question of their 
re-election, and their characters for integrity, 
they introduced, while those minutes were be- 
fore the meeting, a resolution to dissolve the 
Society. This resolution came upon the So- 
ciety with the most astoundind unexpected- 
ness. ‘The members opposed to a dissolu- 
tion all refused even to vote on the proposi- 
tion. The acting President, in the midst of 
long and loud and reiterated remonstrances, 

ronounced the Society dissolved, by a vote 
of 143 to 10. | 

This announcement of the self-constitutent- 
ed President and Secretary, WE THE BOS- 
TON FEMALE ANTI-SLAVERY SO- 
CIETY, (in public meeting assembled, agree- 
able to notice given on the spot, and adver- 
tised in the Liberator, Transcript and Mer- 
cantile Journal,) DECLARE INVALID. 

Now that those persons have dissolved 
their connection with this Society, endeavor- 
ing to strike a death-blow at it as they de- 
parted, there need be no doubt in the minds 
of any as to our present position. It is the 
same that we have occupied from the begin- 
ning, and steadfastly maintained through a 
series of perilous and toilsome years. It will 
be evident from our resolves at tnis time, 
and, God strengthening us, our fulfilment of 
them hereafter. We go forward joyfully in 
the holy work of abolishing American slavery, 
onfiding in Him, without wrath or doubting. 

By order of the Boston Female Anti- 
Slavery Society, 

LYDIA MARIA CHILD, Pres. pro tem. 
Canrotine Weston, Sec. pro tem. 

On motion, a full account of our past pro- 
ceedings was ordered to be prepared for the 
Society, and M. W. Chapman appointed to 
repare it. 

The Society then proceeded to the elec- 
tion of officers, (the rejection of the afore- 
said miuutes having left the Society without 






















officers.] The following persons were cho- 
sen: | | 


Mrs. THANKFUL SOUTHWICK, Pres. 
Mrs. Mary A. W. Jounson, Vice Pres. 
Miss Henrietta Sarcent, Cor. Sec’y. 
Mrs. Louisa M. Sewatn, Rec. Sec’y. 
Mrs. Exviza F. Merriam, Treasurer. ° 
CouNSELLORS. y 

Miss H Tufts, 

Mrs. Scarlett, 

Miss Caroline Weston, 

Mrs. Eliza Philbrick, 

Mrs. J. V. Himes, 

Miss Caroline Williams. 

On motion, it was voted, that delegates 
from the Society to the annual meeting of 
the American Anti-Slavery Society be ap- 
pointed. 

The following persons were chosen :— 
Thankful Southwick, Caroline Weston, Su- 
san Paul, Anne W. Weston, M. A. W. John- 
son, Mary G. Chapman, Lavina Hilton, A. 
B. Ordway, Miss Smith, Eliza F. Merriam, 
L. M. Child. Henrietta Sargent, Anna Mann. 

The following resolutions were then adopt- 
ed; 

1. Resolved, That, acknowledging the justice 
and the necessity of immediate emancipation, 
we hereby renewedly pledge ourselves to aid 
and assist in this righteous cause, so far as lies 
within our power. [See preamble to our consti- 
tution, adopted in 1833. ] 

2. Resolved, That our position as anti-slavery 
women continually exposing us to attack from 
those who would throw obstacles in our way, 
and prevent the exercise of our power in behalf — 
of the cause, we think it well to renew our testi- 
mony of 1835; believing now. as then, “ that in 
a conflict of principles, scripture teaches that 
there is neither foreigner nor native, male nor 
female, bond nor free; but that all are one in 
Christ Jesus ; and there think ourselves called, 
in common with man, to labor and to suffer as 
all must, who effectually defend the truth. 

3. Resolved, That we are, as we ever have 
been, in perfect harmony with the Massachnsetts 
Anti-Slavery Society—the American Anti-Slav- 
ery Society * and the whole affiliated system of 
old organization, which opposes no hindrance to 
our Jubors for emancipation—which admits our 
co-operation, and which is, in our estimation, an 
effectual instrumentality for the abolition of 
American Slavery. 

* An explanatory motion was here made, that the word 
Society be italicised, that no one might suppose we approved 


of the course of the Executive Committee of that Society. 
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3. Resolved, That while we condemn sie 
scheme of new organization without qualification 
as being as much more detrimental to the cause 
of the eR Colonization, as disguised is 
worse than universally detected enmity, we yet 
believe that many who have been misled by the 
leaders and instigators of that scheme will soon 
see their mistake, and out of good and honest 
hearts bring forth fruit a hundred fold, to the 
dismay of those who have deceived them. 
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5. Resolved, That, as in 1835, ‘‘we deeply. 


sympathize with Wintram Lioyp Garrison, our 
esteemed friend and fellow-laborer for human 
rights, in all that he has suffered for our holy 
cause,” whether from the violence of its open 
enemies, or from the treachery of its pretended 
friends, and that, for the promotion of the anti- 
slavery cause, we renew our customary annual 
subscription for 50 copies of the Liberator. 

6. Resolved, That we will as many of us as 
can conveniently and consistently do so, attend 
the Union Monthly concert for the slave, on the 
last Monday,evening of each month. 

7. Resolved, That we will co-operate with 
the Massacnusetts Anti-Stavery Fair, of 
1840, for the benefit of the slave. 


THANKFUL SOUTHWICK, Pres. 
Lovisa M. Sewatrt, Rec. Sec’y 


Soon after, a special meeting of the Socie- 


ie 
fa tie was called, for April 25th, when the fore- 


_ going history of the proceedings, (ordered to 
be prepared at the meeting of the 11th.) was 
presented, examined in the proof sheets, 
corrected and adopted by the Society, and 
ordered to be published in such form as the 
Board should find would best combine utility 
and economy. 

The rise and progress of our difficulties— 
‘Right and Wrong in the Boston Female 
A. 8. Society’’—are now mapped out before 
We hope we are not of those on whom 
experience is throwa away, for much is to be 
learned from experiences like these. From 
the aberrations of some, let us learn, not to 
distrust ad/, but to watch and pray lest we al- 
so enter into temptation. Let us learn that 
the slightest deviation from rectitude, how- 
ever inconsequential it may appear at the 
moment, or however we may be tempted by 
false charity or indolence, to Jet it pass un- 
rectified, ought to be instantly met and ex- 
posed for the world’s sake—forgiven for the 
offender’s sake and our own. We may learn 
too, how demoralizing is the effect of ceasing, 
whether through fear, treachery, or the in- 









fluence of others, practically to 
live outa principle, while the cons 
yet acknowledges its justice. By cea 
to do, we have seen how persons are com- 
pelled, as it were, to sacrifice their veracity, | 
and have recourse to intrigue and. petty © 
tyranny. We may learn also how like ts 
human heart to heart, whether in Man or 
Woman. This same state of things, grow-— 
ing out of the same causes, now convyulses 
every Anti-Slavery Society in the land; and 
the same temptation every where exists to 
become unfaithful to the slave, by striving to 
destroy the existing Anti-Slavery organization 
in hope to secure the unattainable—the con- 
fidence of a Christian public, that is a slave- 
holder. This evil spirit, moving the Sacerdo- | 
cy to appeal against reform, is now striving in ~ 
various ways, to compass, not the extinction - 
of slavery, but the extinction of the spirit that — 
formed and, as yet animates the Arnerignll 
Anti-Slavery Society. ‘ { 
Friends, of the Slave! whether you are 
far or near—members of the Boston Female — 
Anti-Slavery Society or not—weigh well — 
these everlasting facts ;—that without union 
you cannot succeed in your purpose of peace- — 
ful and bloodless abolition, and that there is — 
but one spot where this union of various — 
minds for the accomplishment of a common — 
purpose can take place ;—and that is the 
ground on which is based the present systery 
of affiliated Societies for the abolition of 
American Slavery—the ground of a sacred 
respect for the right of opinion. ‘The spirit 
of hatred, domination and intolerance, though — 
it can never destroy this eternal foundation — 
of our Anti-Slavery union, may tempt or 
drive so many from it as.to blast the hope of © 
bloodless emancipation, and awaken among — 
our wronged and suffering countrymen at the — 
South, the spirit that shall be ‘‘ at once de-— 
liverer and aveuger.”’ Pts 
That God may grant his patience and con-— 
solation to the slave, and a lively sense of 
the eternal principles of his government! to — 
the minds of all men, so that they may no_ 
longer oppose Freedom as its open enemies, 
or delay it as its professed friends, by stop- 
ping to compe] the consciences of others to ~ 
the use of means whose righteousness. they — 
do not acknowledge; that He would bless — 
the labors of faithfulness and love, however 
bumble, and abase intolerance and hypoerisy, 





however exalted ;—so that, even in this our 
day, we may witness the emancipation to ef- 
fect which, we came into this social union ;~— 
and that having seen that salvation, our asso- 
|ciation may naturally and joyfully expire 
) with the occasion that called it into being, Is 
|the prayer of THE BOSTON FEMALE 
ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY. 

By order of and in presence of the Society. 

(Signed) | 
THANKFUL SOUTHWICK, Pres. 

| Henrterra Sarcent. Cor. Sec’y 
Pe 


"APPENDIX. 


_ Since the foregoing columns went to press, 
| the following article has appeared in the Libera- 
tor. ‘Miss Ball has frequently been understood 
| to say that she has not been permitted to vindi- 
}cate herself in that paper. It is therefore prop- 
erto state that no communication, signed by 
her, has ever been excluded. 
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Miss Ball’s Explanation. 
Mr. Garrison: 
The following explanation was written in reply to 


| headed, ‘ Unimpeachable Testimony.’ 

‘The severe illness of myself and family hindered 
me from giving it at that time. As no explanation of 
\the article alluded to has been given in your columns, 
and asthe charge of suppressing 17 names has recent- 
lly been several times repeated in your columns, I 


jsend for insertion in the Liberator the article which 





was prepared as a reply to the certificates. 


EXPLANATION. 

In the Liberator of the 29th, I observe a com- 
}munication, headed, ‘Unimpeachable Testimony,’ 
j respecting some of the doings of the Boston Female 
Anti-Slavery Society, at its annual meeting. For 
the information of the public, I feel it my duty to 
}make some explanation. In order to do so, it will 
}be necessary that I go a little-into detail. I shall 
endeavor to present the simple truth, so far as I have 
Jit in my power. 

With reference to the certificate of Mrs. Ryder, I 
would remark, that she received the same treatment 
that ALL others did, who offered their names imme- 
Ndiately before the meeting that afternoon, (the Re- 
cording Secretary not being present,)—told that an 
Jopportunity would be given for her to join the society 
Jat the close of the meeting. 

In relation to the case of Miss Sargent, I would 
state, that, frequently, during the calling of the yeas 
and nays, I was interrupted by the talking of several 
ladies in the minority, so that I was often obliged to 
pause, and request the President to restore order, or I 
could not proceed with the roll. This occurred often 
Jin the midst of calling and responding toa name. It 
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was, doubtless, during such a moment, that Miss Saf- 
gent’s name failed to be checked. On looking over 
the list the morning after the meeting, I was surpris- 
ed to discover her name unchecked, as I saw her at 
the meeting, and recollected that; at thamst meeting, 
she voted with the minority. If I had committed an 
error, it wasgyen, of course, too late to correct it, and 
I could only regret the circumstance, feeling that if it 
was censurable, that censure must rest more on those 
who annoyed the meeting than on myself. 

In the case of Miss Kendall, I have no reeollec- 
tion. It might bave been that I failed to call her 
name ; if so, it was unintentional. A lady remarked 
to me since the meeting, that she heard such a name 
called, but heard no response. It would not be sur- 
prising, had some mistakes occurred on the part of the 
Secretary and members, in calling a roll of 600, as the 
interruptions were often as embarrassing to those who 
responded as to the Secretary. For a further account 
of the meeting of the Society, and of my course at the 
same, I would refer the readers of the Liberator to an 
article in the Massachusetts Abolitionist of Dec. 12, 
headed, ‘ An examination of the article entitled, Pro- 
ceedings of the Boston Female Anti-Slavery Society 
at its annual meeting,’ which was written by an early 
member of the society. To the ‘Important Certificate 
of 78 names, I wish to make an additional remark. 
‘There are hames recorded on that list, which the sign- 
er of that article knows were offered at that meeting, 
under the same circumstances with that of Mrs. Ryder, 
and which I had no right to enumerate, without in- 
cluding the names of ALL others offered at the same 
time. Beside those, there are other names in that 
‘certificate,’ of which I now repeat what I before sta- 
ted, that I never heard them, that I never saw them, 
(until I saw them in the Liberator,) which I never 
called, and of which I have no more knowledge than — 
of things which never existed. 

I would say, in all kindness to the signer, that, in 
presenting me in that ‘certificate’ to the public, she 
has done what I conld not have done to any one, 
without a previous personal interview. It is not 
without sorrow that I have looked upon this effort 
made by her thus publicly to impeach my integrity ; 
serrow excited on her account much more than on 
my own,—for in respect to the things of which I am 
accused, my conscience acquits me, and with peaceful 
satisfaction I can humbly and confidently refer my 
entire course to the Searcher of hearts. 

So far as facts are concerned in the above statement, 
they can be sustained by testimony as unimpeachable 
as any that has appeared in the Liberator. 

Yours, respectfully, 
L. M. BALL. 





Boston, Dec. 14, 1839. 


Miss Ball will perceive that her explanation 
does not touch tue charge of suppressing 17 
names. The wrong done to Mrs. Ryder, is an- 
other affair. The wrong done to Mrs. Kendall, 
Mrs. Burley. and more than a dozen others, is 
still another. Miss Sargent is the only one of 
the 17 voters whom she alludes to. Miss Sar+ 
gent’s certificate (one of 78) is therefore repub- 
lished. ‘There was no difficulty nor any inter- 
ruptien at the calling of Miss Sargent’s name. 


Certificate of Miss Catharine Sargent. 
I the undersigned, am one of the earliest mem- 
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bers of the Boston Female Anti-Slavery Society. 
My name is on the list of the Recording Sccretary, 


~ and also on the copied list of Miss L. M. Ball, used 


at the adjourned annual meeting. My name was 
cailed at t meeting by Miss L. M. Ball. I an- 
swered in the negative, and Miss Ball responded 


“no” after me, and appeared to checlaghe list. My 
name is not, however, checked on the list, but is 
left without. any mark, like those members who 
were absent. CATHARINE SARGENT, 


“ Tf] had committed an error,” says Miss B., 
in reference to this vote, ‘(it was too late to rec- 
tify it, the morning afier the meeting 7!!! It 
is mever too late to do all in one’s power to rec- 
tify wrong or correct error. ‘“ The interrup- 
tions” which Miss Ball complains of were the 
claims of Miss Parcher,Mrs. Loring, Miss Wil- 
liams, Miss Fifield and others who ‘“ annoyed” 
Miss Ball by persevering in the demand for the 
calling of their names; Miss Ball, meanwhile 
trying to get on 2zithout calling them. These 
“interruptions” were a help and not a hinder- 
ance towards obtaining a correct roll-calh 

The irresponsible article of Dec. 12th in the 
Massachusetts Abolitionist to which Miss Ball 
refers, does not touch upon the matter of the sup- 
pressed yotes, and is so entirely and so stupidly 


» wide of the facts in the little matters it does take 
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up, as to have suggested the idea to the charita- 
ble in judgment that it was got up under the di- 
rection of some one not present. Miss Ball al- 
luding to Anne W. Weston, says, “ She knows 


- that there are, on the list of 78, names offered 


under the same circumstances as Mrs. Ryder’s.”: 


i. e. given to Miss Parker before the meeting 
was called to order. Anne W. Weston has not 


the slightest reason to think there is a name so. 


It is not with Anne W. 


offered, on that list. 
It is with 82 


Weston that Miss Ball has to do. 


voters in the negative, whom Miss Ball persists 


in declaring were but 65, notwithstanding their 
certificates to the contrary over theirown names, 
—notwithstanding the evidence ready 10 be giv- 
en at the meetings of the other women. who 
heard them respond,—notwithstanding the cor- 
roboration which the Society’s list affords—not- 
withstanding the corresponding count of 3 tel- 
lers. 

Miss Ball said at the time, ‘that her list was 
an imperfect one. Her defects of memory and 
knowledge about the members are excusable. 
Her conduct in suppressing their votes utterly 
inexcusable, however freely it may be forgiven. 
But how can Miss Ball fail to perceive that her 
denial, against such an amount, of evidence, of 
what took place before such numbers, would for- 
bid “personal interviews” with her, except in 
presence of the whole Society ? 

Miss Ball terms the efforts of the Society to 
free itself from the paralysis of New Organiza- 
tion, an attempt of an individual “ to impeach 
her integrity !!!” and talks of sustaining it by 
“testimony as unimpeachable as any that has ap- 
peared in the Liberator.” Precious opportuni- 
ties to do so were offered her at the Society 
meeting; and how earnestly was she besought, 
for her own charactcr’s sake to improve them ! 
But instead of acknowledging mistakes (which 
would have been acknowledging the-election to 
be null) or furthering the business of certifying 
that disputed matter, she uniformly called those 
persons to order, who besought her, for her in- 
tegrity’'s sake to adopt a different course. The 
only way to substantiate her integrity was to 
have produced testimony at the meeting to dis- 
prove the charge of fraud, or to have made can- 
did acknowledgements of error. Miss Ball did 
neither. M. W. CHAPMAN, 

Committee on History of B. F. A. S. S. 
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